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THE SOCIA LI ST PARTY 
of Great Britain 


82nd ANNUAL CONFERENCE - EASTER 1986 
Friday 28th., Saturday 29th., & Sunday 30th of March 


PRELIMINARY AGENDA 


NOTES: (a) Branches are reminded of the requirments of RULE 8 and should submit their half- 

year Form 'C' (to 31st December 1983) to the General Secretary immediately). 

(b) Any amendments to these Amendments to Rules and Resolutions, and Items for 
Discussion, must be in the hands of Standing Orders Committee at H.O. by 9 p.m. 
Tuesday 4th February, 1986, Please identify your amendments/addendums clearly by 
reference to Section Heading, Section No. and the item/number and Branch as they 
are listed on the Agenda. 

(c) Whilst brevity in Items for Discussions is desirable, a number of Branches have 
complained that some are too ’cryptic* to impart the Branch's drift - a few more 
words may be all that's necessary to avoid this. 

(d) To avoid items going astray, DO NOT include items for S.O. Comm, in letters to 
other committees or Party Officers: mail separately or use a separate sheet clearly 
headed ‘FOR STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE'. 


AMENDMENTS TO RULES 

RULE 2 : EAST LONDON Br. : "Delete the first three sentences up to and including the word 'dues' on 
line seven (including the Conference 1981 and 1984 Amendments) and replace with: 

'Each member shall pay £1.50 per calendar month, except the unwaged, who shall pay 
50p. per month towards Party funds; the Branch Treasurer to acknowledge receipt by 
signing the member's card. The payment of dues may be waived for any reason 
deemed satisfactory by the Branch'. 

The Rule then to continue (line seven) as at present: ‘‘A mfcrR Lev* . . * 1 

RULE 10 : S.W. LONDON Br : "In the last line, between the words 'Executive Committee' and 
'excepting', insert the words 'or the New Pamphlets Committee,'." 

RULE 12 : SWANSEA Br : "On line one, delete 'twelve' and replace with 'fourteen'." 

RULE 18 : CAMDEN Br : "In line two, between the words 'speaker' and 'shall' (deleting the comma), 
insert the words 'relating to statements made by the Speaker on the Party Platform,'." 

RULE 18 : HAMMERSMITH Br : "In line two, between the words 'speaker' and 'shall' (deleting the 
comma), insert the words 'relating to that speaker's public conduct or statements,’." 

RULE 18 : N.W, LONDON Br : "In line seven, after the words 'the E.C.' insert, as the commencement of 
the next sentence, the words 'Once the committee has been appointed,' ( The sentence then 
to continue as at present with (small 's') '....,such speaker ')." 

RULE 22 : SWANSEA Br : "Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing 'Where Branches ' 

on line five. (See note over , appended *o*RULE 23: SWANSEA Br:*) 



RULE 23 : SWANSEA Br ; "Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing 'Branches shall 
line nine and replace with: 

'Branches shall hold at least one specially summoned meeting before the Conference 
when instructing their delegates on the Conference Agenda and at least one after the 
Conference to hear their delegates’ reports and to vote on the Amendments to Rules 
and Resolutions which were on the Agenda." 1 . 

(W.B! 

The above two proposed Amendments to Rules in the name of SWANSEA Br., namely to 
Rules 22 and 23, are to be considered in conjunction with the Resolution (a) under Section 
heading 'ANNUAL CONFERENCES & A.D.Ms.' (first section under 'RESOLUTIONS') in the 
name of SWANSEA Br. Such Amendments to Rules would be appropriate should this 
Resolution be carried. S, O# Comm#) 


RULE 26: N.W. LONDON Br : "In line four, between the words 'requisition' and 'stating', insert the 
words ', supported by votes in favour totalling a minimum of 10% of the total Party 
membership," 


PROPOSED NEW RULE: 


ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br : "All meetings shall be kept free of personally preventable 
atmospheric pollution, medically recognised as harmful to health." 

END OF AMENDMENTS TO RULES :- 

RESOLUTIONS 

1. A NNUAL CONFERENCES & A.D.Ms; 

(a) SWANSEA Br: "This Conference resolves that with effect from 1986, voting on Conference 

Amendments to Rules and Resolutions shall take place not at Conference itself but in the 
Branches afterwards; the results of the voting shall be communicated by the Branches to 
the Standing Orders Committee within the four weeks following the final day of Conference. 
These results shall be passed to the E.C. for communication to all Branches and Central 
Branch members." 


(A/.B1 

The above Resolution relates also to the proposed Amendments to Rules 22 and 23 -see the 
note appended to^RULE 23: SWANSEA Br. * <$« 0« Comm. ) 


(b) 


2 . 


(a) 


(b) 


5.W. LONDON Br : "This Conference affirms that although A.D.M. recommendations are not 
necessarily binding on the E.C., they are more representative of Party opinion than E.C. 
resolutions. Therefore the E.C. should take cognisance of such recommendations and give 
reasons for its failure to put such recommendations into effect." 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, PARTY OFFICERS & SUB-COMMITTEES : 

re LITERATURE : 

ISLINGTON Br. : "This Conference instructs the E.C. to cease the traditional Party 
convention of including a dated preface signed in the name of the E.C. in all Party 
pamphlets. In future, all such prefaces shall be un-dated and signed in the name of the 
Party." 

BRISTOL Br : "This Conference resolves that the N.P.C., while continuing to be a sub- 
committee of the E.C., should have the authority to produce pamphlets and leaflets on 
subjects which have been approved by the E.C. without having to submit the texts to the 
E.C. for editing; quantities and expenditures to be agreed by the E.C." 


JL 


5.W. LONDON Br ; This Conference lays down a new procedure for the issue of all 

pamphlets and leaflets in accordance with Rule 17 as follows:- 

PAMPHLET5 

(i) A decision to issue a particular pamphlet shall be made by the E.C. 

(ii) The N.P.C. shall organise the work, including the issue of a detailed synopsis to 

Branches and the E.C. Comments on the proposed contents must be received within a 
deadline set by the N.E.C. and will be taken into account by the writer or writers in 
preparing the draft. 

(iii) The resulting draft shall be presented to the E.C. which, at its discretion, shall either 

amend the draft at the E.C. table within a time limit of eight weeks, or ask E.C. 

members to send their individual comments within three weeks to the N.P.C. for its 
consideration prior to the issue of the pamphlet by the N.P.C. 

LEAFLETS 


Stock leaflets shall be edited by the E.C. Short topical leaflets and branch leaflets shall be 
edited by the N.P.C." 

re FINANCES - BRANCHES & GROUPS: 

NORTH EAST Br ; "This Conference instructs the E.C. to make available to all Branches and 
Groups, at their request, a grant, the amount to be agreed by this Conference, and that 
Branches and Groups shall report to the E.C. half-yearly on their expenditure." 


re INVESTIGATORY AD HOC COMMITTEE; 

N.W. LONDON Br : "This Conference deprecates the action of the E.C. in setting up a 
committee to investigate alleged factional activity by some un-named members of N.W. 
London and Camden Branches, and refusing to produce the alleged prima facie evidence, 
both to the two Branches concerned and to the Party in general." 


re PARTY PROPERTY/ LETTING: 

CAMDEN Br ; "That this Conference instructs the E.C. in the following: that NO Party 
money be invested in house property for the purpose of receiving rent." 


N.W. LONDON Br : "That this Conference instructs the E.C. to conduct a Party Poll on the 
following question:- 


'Should the Socialist Party of Great Britain become Landlords?' " 


re ENROLMENT OF MEMBERS: 




C 


HAMMERSMITH Br : "This conference reiterates that, in line with Rules 1 & 11, enrolment 
into Party membership is only through a Branch or, for Central Branch members, the E.C. 
via the Forms 'A' Scrutiny Committee . *1 w/ 


(The Branch will be issuing a short statement nearer Conference explaining the background 
to, and reasons for, this Resolution). 



1 

% 


re REPLY OF PREVIOUS E.C. TO A BRANCH: 

(i) S.W. LONDON Br: “That this Conference finds that in its reply to Edinburgl^ranch^ated 

25th October, 1977, the 74th E.C. put forward false evidence that had 

taken a reformist position." 


3 . 


(a) 

(b) 


(c) 


4. 


PUBLICITY & PROPAGANDA: 


ISLINGTON Br : "This Conference resolves that the propaganda of the Socialist Party should 
refer as often as appropriate to our membership of ’The World Socialist Movement. 1 " 


ISLINGTON Br : '*ThtB Conference resolves that while retaining as our official title The 
Socialist Party of Great Britain’, it is now official policy to refer to ourselves wherever 
suitable as*The Socialist Party ’ • 11 . * . 

EAST LONDON Br : "This Conference resolve^that as the Party has been bequeathed sq 
much money for the propagation of Socialism, ^&^ommittee(be set up to investigate and 
formulate a publicity campaign with a budget of/£50',000} the committee to report back for 
the next A.D.M." - / - 


CONDUCT & DISCIPLINE 


S.W. LONDON Br : "This Conference instructs the E.C. and Branches as follows:- 

1. That allegations concerning the socialist integrity of members may only be made 
publicly in the form of specific and formal complaints to Branches or to the E.C., 
accompanied by evidence. 

2. That such allegations otherwise made publicly shall be deemed action detrimental to 

the intents of the party and therefore subject to the provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 
33. 4 

3. That in the event that formal complaints are dealt with by Branches or the E.C. and 
found to be unsubstantiated, any public repeat of such allegations shall be subject to 
the provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 33, unless they are again brought forward to 
Branches or to the E.C. on the basis of new evidence. 

4. That provision is made for such formal complaints to be subject to the provisions of 
Rule 31 or Rule 33 where they are deemed to have been brought forward in an 
irresponsible manner." 


END OF PRELIMINARY AGENDA :- 


Standing Orders Committee 


20th.December 1985 



T he socialist party 

of Great Britain 


FINAL AGENDA 

8 2nd ANNUAL CONFERENCE - EASTER 19 86 

TO BE HELD at CHISWICK OLD TOWN HALL , Heathfield Terrace (corner of Sutton Court 
Road), Turnham Green (Gunnersbury) , London, W.4» (Map, Bus routes, Undsrground 
stations etc., will be sent out later), 

FRIDAY, 28th March - commencing at 10 a.m. 

SATURDAY, 29th " - " "1 p. m . 

SUNDAY, 30th " - «' " 10 a.m. 


Branch nominations for Chairman and Deputy Chairman should be sent to the 
Standing Orders Committee at H.O. or presented at Conference. 

Completed credentials must be sent to S.O. Comm, or presented by delegates 
before taking their seats. 

Branches which failed to submit Forms * C 1 in accordance with Rule 8, shall 
have previously written to the EC explaining why this was so, and must 
obtain the permission of Conference before taking their seats. 

Requests for delegates' expenses should be made as soon as possible before 
Conference. 

Please note that all references to the line number in amendments and 
addendums refer to the lines as they appear on the Preliminary Agenda and 
may not necessarily coincide with the position of the words on the line 
in every case as they appear on this re-typed Final Agenda. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 

(1) Election of Chairman, Deputy Chairman and Tellers. 

(2) Permission for Delegates to sit 

(a) Failure or late Forms *C* - Rule 8. - 

(b) New Branches (six months) - Rule 22. 

( 3 ) Order in which items on the Agenda are to be taken. 

( 4 ) Report of the Standing Orders Committee. 

( 5 ) Executive Committee's Report for I 985 including reports of Officers and 

Sub-Commi ttees , 

6) Reports of Branches to Conference. 

7) Amendments to Rules. 

(8) Resolutions. 

( 9 ) Items for Discussion 

(lO) Any other business. 


AMENDMENTS TO RULES 

RULE 2 : EAST LONDON Br, : "Delete the first three sentences up to and including 

the word 'dues' on line seven (including the Conference 1981 and 1984 
Amendments) and replace with: 'Each member shall pay £1.50 per calendar 
month, except the unwaged, who shall pay 50p per month towards Party funds? 
the Branch Treasurer to acknowledge receipt by signing the member's card. 
The payment of dues may be waived for any reason deemed satisfactory by 
the Branch'. The Rule then to continue (line seven) as at present? 'A 
member ♦ . . 


NOTES : (1) 

( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

( 5 ) 


- 2 ~ 


RULE 10 : S.W. LONDON Br. ; "In the last line, between the words 'Executive 
Committee' and 'excepting', insert the words 'or the New Pamphlets 
Committee,'." 

RULE 12 : SWANSEA Br. : "On line one, delete 'twelve' and replace with 'fourteen'.' 

RULE 18 : CAMDEN Br. : "In line two, between the words 'speaker' and 'shall' 

(deleting the comma), insert the words 'relating to statements made by 
the Speaker on the Party Platform,'." J 

RULE 18 : HAMMERSMITH Br, : "In line two, between the words 'speaker' and 'shall' 
(deleting the comma) , insert the words 'relating to that speaker's 
public conduct or statements,'." 

RULE 18 : N.W. LONDON Br. : "In line seven, after the words 'the E.C.' insert, 

as the commencement cf the next sentence, the words 'Once the committee 
has been appointed, ' (The sentence then to continue as at present with 
(small 's') such speaker ,..')," 

RULE 22 : SWANSEA Br. ; "Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing 'Where 

Branches ....' on line five. (See note appended to ' Rule 23: SWANSEA Br. 1 ) 

RULE_22 J SWANSEA Br. : "Delete the whole of the final sentence commencing 'Branches 
shall...' on line nine and replace with: 'Branches shall hold at least 
one specially summoned meeting before the Conference when instructing 
their delegates on the Conference Agenda and at least one after the 
Conference to hear their delegates' reports and to vote on the Amend- 
raents to Rules and Resolutions which were on the Agenda,'". 

( N.B . :» The above two proposed Amendments to Rules in the name of SWANSEA 
Br. namely to Rules 22 and 23, are to be considered in conjunction with 
the Resolution (a) under Section heading 'ANNUAL CONFERENCES & ADMs.' 
(first section under 'RESOLUTIONS') in the name of SWANSEA Br. Such 
Amendments to Rules would be appropriate should this Resolution be 
carried. S.O. Comm. ) 

RULE 26: N.W. LON DON Br. : "In line four, between the words 'requisition' and 
'stating', insert the words ', supported by votes in favour totalling 
a minimum of 10fo of the total Party membership,'." 

( N.B, See also Item for Discussion in the name of GUILDFORD Br. (No. 18) 
which relates.) 

PROPOSED NEW RULE : ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. : "All meetings shall be kept free of 
.personally preventable atmospheric pollution, medically recognised as 
harmful to health." 

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. t "In line one, insert the word 
'indoor' between 'All' and 'meetings'." 

Addendum - GUILDFORD Br. : "Add at the end 'and furthermore, smoking 
will not be allowed. 1 " 

END OF AMENDMENTS TO RULES 


• RESOLUTIONS 
1» ANNUAL CONFERENCES & A.D.M.s : 

SWANSEA Br ♦ : "This Conference resolves that with effect from 1986, voting 
on Conference Amendments to Rules and Resolutions shall take place not at 
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Conference itself but in the Branches afterwards; the results of the voting 
shall be communicated by the Branches to the Standing Orders Committee within 
the four weeks following the final day of Conference. These results shall be 
passed to the E.C. for communication to all Branches and Central Branch 
members." 

( N.B. : The above Resolution relates also to the proposed Amendments to Rules 
22 and 2J - see the note appended to 'RULE 2}i SWA1SEA Br.:' - S.O. Comm.J 

Identical Amendments in the names of BOLTON, MANCHESTER & ISLINGTON Br's. s 
"In line one, delete '1986' and replace with 1 1987* • 11 

( N.B. : - See also Items For Discussion in the name of BOLTON Br. (Nos. 1 & 

2) which may relate.) 

(b) S.W. LONDON Br, : "This Conference affirms that although A.D.M. recommenda- 
tions are not necessarily binding on the E.C., they are more representative 
of Party opinion than E.C. resolutions. Therefore the E.C. should take 
cognisance of such recommendations and give reasons for its failure to put 
such recommendations into effect." 

2. EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, PARTY OFFICERS & SUB . -COMMITTEES : 

re LITERATURE : 

( a ) ISLINGTON Br. : "This Conference instructs the E.C. to cease the traditional 
Party convention of including a dated preface signed in the name of the E.C. 
in all Party pamphlets. In future, all such prefaces shall be un-da ted and 
signed in the name of the Party." 

Amendment - HAMMERSMITH Br. : "From line two, delete the word 'dated' •. From 
line three, delete the words 'un-dated and'." 

Amendment - S.W. LONDON Br. : "From line three, delete the part word 'un-'. 

In line three, delete the word 'and' and replace with 'but'." 

(N.B.: See also Item for Discussion in the name of N.W. LONDON Br. (No. 15) 
which relates.) 

(b) BRISTOL Br.: "This Conference resolves that the N.P.C., while continuing to 
be a sub-committee of the E.C. , should have the authority to produce pamphlets 
and leaflets on subjects which have been approved by the E.C. without having 
to submit the texts to the E.C. for editing; quantities and expenditures to 
be agreed by the E.C." 

( c ) 8.W. LONDON Br. : "This Conference lays down a new procedure for the issue of 
all pamphlets and leaflets in accordance with Rule 17 as follows : 

PAMPHLETS 

(i) A decision to issue a particular pamphlet shall be made by the E.C. 

(ii) The N.P.C. shall organise the work, including the issue of a detailed 
synopsis to Branches and the E.C. Comments on the proposed contents 
must be received within a deadline set by the N.P.C. and will be taken into 
account by the writer or writers in preparing the draft. 

(iii) The resulting draft shall be presented to the E.C. which, at its discretion 
shall either amend the draft at the E.C. table within a time limit of 
eight weeks, or ask E.C. members to send their individual comments within 
three weeks to the N.P.C. for its consideration prior to the issue of 
the pamphlet by the N.P.C. 

(Resolution cont'd p. 4«»*) 
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LEAFLETS 

Stock: leaflets shall be edited by the E.C. Short topical leaflets and 
branch leaflets shall be edited by the N.P.C." 

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br . : "Insert in line two of the introductory sentence , 
between the words ’and’ and ’leaflets’ the word 'stock'. 

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br. : "In clause (i) . between the words 'pamphlet' and 
'shall', insert the words 'and stock leaflets'." 

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br . i "In clause (i) , delete the words 'issue 
a particular' and replace with 'produce and publish any'. Insert between 
'the' and 'E.C.' at the end, the words 'Annual Conference or the'." 

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br v : "In clause (ii) . on lines two/three, 
insert between the words 'a' and 'deadline' the word 'reasonable'." 

Amendment - N.W. LONDON Br. : "From clause (iii) , line one, delete the words 
‘at its discretion' and the word 'either'. Delete all after the word 
'weeks' on line two." 

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br . t "From clause (iii) , line one, delete 

the words 'at its discretion', and the word 'either'. In line two, between 
the words 'table', and 'within' insert '(bearing in mind any comments 
from the writer/s)". Delete all after the word 'weeks' on line two." 

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br. : "From clause (iii) . delete all after the word 

'which, ' in line one and replace with (deleting the comma) 'shall read the 
draft at the E.C. table and send its suggestions for amendments to the 
N.P.C. within four weeks. E.C. members may send individual suggestions 
to the N.P.C. within the same period." 

Addendum - GUILDFORD Br. : ADDITIONAL CLAUSE - 

"(iv) The E.C. shall make final decisions about quantities and expenditures." 

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br. : "From the ' LEAFLETS' clause , line one, delete all 
of the first sentence, from 'Stock' to 'E.C.' inclusive." • 

’ re FINANCES - BRANCHES & GROUPS : * . .. . 

(d) NORTH EAST Br. : "This Conference instructs the E.C. to make available to all 
Branches and Groups, at their request, a grant, the amount to be agreed by 
this Conference, and that Branches and Groups shall report to the E.C. half- 
yearly on their expenditure." 

Amendment - BOLTON Br . ? "From line two, delete the words 'agreed by this 
Conference* and replace with '£500'." 

Amendment - BOLTON Br. ; "From line two, delete the words 'agreed by this 
Conference' and replace with '£250'." 

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. ; "From line one, delete the word 'instructs' 
and beplace with 'recommends'. From line two, delete the words 'at their 
request'. From line two, delete the words 'a grant', and replace with 
'any reasonable grant'. From line two, delete the words 'the amount to 
be agreed by this Conference*. In line three, between the words 'report' 
and 'to', insert the word 'promptly' and delete the word 'half-yearly'." 
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. INVESTIGATORY AD HOC COMMITTEE } 

-‘■jl, L ^- D0N %v “This Conference deprecates the action of the K.c! : in 
setting up a committee to investigate alleged factional activity by some 
un-named members of N.W. London and Camden Branches, and refusing to produce 
the alleged prima facie evidence, both to the two Branches concerned and to 
the Party in general.’* 

Amendment - GUILDFORD Br, : "Delete all after the word •Branches' on line 
three . " 

re PARTY PROPS RTY/lETTING t 

(f) WIDEN Br. ; "That this Conference instructs the'E.C. in the following; that 
NO Party money be invested in house property for the purpose of receiving 
rent.! 1 

Ad dendum - CAMDEN Br v ; "Add at the end the words ‘and that the Party shall 
not become landlords.’ " 

Mendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. s "From line two, delete the word ’house 1 . 
From the end of line two, delete the words 'for the purpose of receiving 
rent? and replace with ’where rent is required.’" 

ff-t w r....D Q NDON Br « * "That this Conference instructs the E.C. to conduct a Party 
Poll .on the following question ‘Should the Socialist Party of Great 
Britain become Landlords?’" . 

Agjgpflrcent, - GUILDFORD Br, : "Delete the words ‘become Landlords?’ from end of 
line three and replace with ’let property for rent under any circumstances?’" 

Addendum - ENfflELD & HARINGEY Br. ; "Add at the end (deleting the existing ques- 
tion mark) ’where rent is required?’." . ■ 1 

’ re ENROLMENT OF MEMBERS : 

( h ) HAMRbHlTH.Br,.; "This Conference reiterates. .that, in line with Rules 1 & 

11, enrolment into Party membership is only through a Branch or, for Central 
Branch ..members , the E.C. via the Forms ’A’ Scrutiny Committee." 

(The Branch will, be issuing a short statement nearer Conference explaining 
the background to, and reasons for, this Resolution.) 

7 HA1«RSHITH Br. "Add at the end, after the word ‘Committee’ 

(deleting the full stop) the words 'and not through Groups,’" 

Amendment - S.W. LONDON Br. : "From line one, delete the word ’reiterates’ 
and replace with ’affirms’." 

Amendment - - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. ; "Delete all after ’E.C.’ on line 

(jLJU See also Items for Discussion in the names of SWANSEA and ISLINGTON 
Br’8. (Nos, J> & 4 ) which relate.) 

re REPLY OF PREVIOUS E.C, TO A BRANCH ; 

(*) S«W. LONDON Br. ; "That this Conference finds that in its reply to Edinburgh 
H^nch^ate^Stl^ctober, 1977, the 74th E.C. put forward false evidence 
that had taken a reformist position." 
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3. PUBLICITY & PROPAGANDA ; 

(a) ISLINGTON Br. : "This Conference resolves that the propaganda of the Socialist 
Party should refer as often as appropriate to our membership of 'The V/orld 
Socialist Movement.'" 

(b) ISLINGTON Br. ; "This Conference resolves that while retaining as our official 
title 'The Socialist Party of Great Britain' , it is now official po?^icy to 
refer to ourselves wherever suitable as 'The Socialist Party 1 ." 

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. : "Prom line two, delete the words 
'The Socialist Party of Great Britain' and replace v/ith 'THE SOCIALIST 
PARTY of Great Britain'. From line three, delete the words 'as 'The 
Socialist. Party' * and replace with 'as 'THE SOCIALIST PARTY' or 'The 
Socialist Party'"' 

(c) EAST LONDON Br. : "This Conference resolves that as the Party has been bequeath- 
ed so much money for the propagation of Socialism, a committee be set up to 
investigate and formulate a publicity campaign with a budget of £ 50 , 000 ; the 
committee to report back for the next A.D.M." 

Amendment - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. : "From line two, delete the words *a 
committee be set up to investigate and' and replace with 'the Publicity 
Committee be asked to'. From line three, delete '£50,000' and replace 
with '£ 5 , 000 '." 

Addendum - ENFIELD & HARINGEY Br. : "Add at the end, after 'A.D.M.' (delete 
the full-stop) 'on this proposal and possible larger campaigns.'" 

( N.B. See also Items for Discussion in the names of HAMMERSMITH and ISLINGTON 
Br's. (Nos. 10, 11 & 12) which relate.) , 

4. CONDUCT & DISCIPLINE 

S .V/ . LONDON Br . ; "This Conference instructs the E.C. and Branches as follows: 

1. That allegations concerning the socialist integrity of members may only 

be made publicly in the form of specific and formal complaints to Branches 
•or to the E.C. , accompanied by evidence. 

2. That such allegations otherwise made publicly shall be deemed action 
detrimental to the interests of the party and therefore subject to the 
provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 35* 

3 . That in the event that formal complaints are dealt with by Branches or 
the E.C. and found to be unsubstantiated, . any public repeat of such 
allegations shall be subject to the provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 33 » 
unless they are again brought forward to Branches or to the E.C. on the 
basis of new evidence. 

4 . That provision is made for such formal complaints to be subject to the 
provisions of Rule 31 or Rule 33 where they are deemed to have been 
brought forward in an irresponsible manner." 

Addendum - CAMDEN Br. : "Add at the end a further clause: ' 5 . That allega- 
tions made by the E.C. against members or Branches be subject to the above 
provisions.'" 

END OF RESOLUTIONS 

ITEMS FOR DISC U S S ION 


1 . BOLTON BR . : "The necessity for Standing Orders Committee to run the Conference 
in accordance with the needs of provincial Branches (more in line with actual 



Party membership) and, specifically, that the Saturday morning slot not be left 
blank. " 5 ' . ‘ • 

2. BOIffON Br« : . . "The need for the structure and organisation of Party democracy 

to be changed in line with the provincial development of the Party 1 s actual member- 
ship." , . . . ' ' ' r 

3. SWANSEA Br ♦ : "Should prospective Party members be allowed to join Central 
Branch through their nearest 'local* Branch, rather than through the Questionnaire 
and the Forms ’A' Scrutiny Committee?" 

4. ISLINGTON Br. ; "The future of Central Branch." 

5. BOLTON Br. : "The Party must consider the production of propaganda which is 
directed specifically at introducing the socialist case." 

6. EAST LONDON Br . i "Are there positive ways of supplementing our propaganda, 
with a view to an immediate increase in membership?" 

7» ISLINGTON Br. : "What do members think of the idea of the Party transferring a 
proportion of our. funds, say £10,000, for use by the W.S.P. (Ireland) in their 
steadily 'advancing propaganda work?" 

8. BOLTON Br. : "The need for a members' 'Trades Union contact list', whereby 
members of the same, or similar, unions can get in touch." 

9. ISLINGTON Br. : "At public meetings, should priority be given to introducing 
the Party's ideas to non-members j and should questions be dealt with by the 
speaker(s) when put , rather than all together at the end?" 

10. HAMIIERSMITH Br« : "The advisability of paying for professional literature 

promotion." 1 

11. MHMER SMITH Br. : "The advisability of the Publicity Committee, in consultation 
with the New Pamphlets Committee, SSPC and Propaganda Committee, preparing for 
discussion at 1986 ADM a comprehensive publicity campaign - primarily to promote 
our literature - on a considerably enlarged budget." 

12. ISLINGTON Br. : "Is the Socialist Standard an adequate journal?" 

13. BOLTON Br. r "The need for an Index for the Socialist Standard to be produced 
annually and included in the January or February issue as a pull-out supplement." 

14. ISLINGTON Br. t "Does the Party need the give-away journal 'Escape'?" 

13. N.W. LONDON Br. : "The need for the Party to retain the present dating and 
authorisation in the publication of Party pamphlets." 

16. EAST LONDON Br, : "Ballot Returns - can they be improved?" 

17. ISLINGTON Br. : "Should Party Ballots be secret?" 

18 . GUILDFORD Br . : "re the proposed Amendment to Rule 26 in the name of N.W, 

LONDON Br. t Would not a minimum requirement of - 'supported by one-third of the 
total number of Branches' - be preferable and sufficient for the requisitioning 
of a Party Poll, rather than - 'supported by ... a minimum of 10^ of the total 
Party membership' - as N.W. LONDON Br, proposes?" 

19. HAMMERSMITH Br . : "The Party's attitude to black racism." 


20 » N,W. LONDON Br « i "Does this 1986 Conference accept the Statement on Violence 
issued by the E.C. in January 1977? 11 

21 ♦ GUILDFORD Br, : "Is it acceptable for Party members to take it upon themselves 
to question acquaintances of a new comrade - i.e., that comrade’s friends, work- 
mates, business associates, club members, employers or ex-colleagues in a former 
political party - about his or her former political activity?" 

END OF ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION 


ANY OTHER BUSINESS 


END OP AGENDA 


11th February, 1986 


Standing Orders Committee 


Computer Investigation Committee Report. 


This report is submitted by one of the two members of 
this committee - D.Deutz. 

The committee was set up with only two members and, by the 
nature of it's task, this has profcved most unsatisfactory as 
the two members came to different conclusions and cannot make 
even a majority recommendation to the E.C.. 

I have read Comrade Chesham's report and I do not disagree 
with his comments on the manner in which a computer can function 
for the Party. 

The case for using a computer by the various committees 
on analysis is either one of speed in circumstances where 
speed is not basically important and the committees currently 
function satisfactorilly , or that it can do a job which is not 
done at present , which means there is little need for it. to be 
done anyway. 

The exception is the S. S. Subscribers committee as they could 
use a computer regularly with greater efficiency than with the 
existing Addressograph machine, but while this continues to 
work OK this committee can carry out it's function ‘satisfactorilly. 
Should the machine ever require, repairs or replacement then--= 
it would be worth considering investing in a computer. 

I was not present at the informal discussion on 12th. Nov. 
with the Printing Committee and the S.S.S.C. so I cannot comment 
on how a computer could be of use to them. 

Although the Party is currently well endowed through bequests 
the cost of H.O. administration is running some £9000 below the 
income from dues and donations etc. and I do not think the 
purchase of a computer for some £1500 is justified. If the 
SSSC's list of subscribers were much larger then there must be 
a point where a computer could be justified, and I think 
consideration of buying should be looked into again in say 





SWANSEA BRANCH 
To All Branches and Central Branch Members 

STATEMENTS CONCERNING A RESOLUTION AND AMEtflMENT TO RULE ON 1986 
CONFERENCE AGENDA (agreed at branch meeting' of 17-2-86) 

++ RESOLUTION 1 (a) . 'This Conference resolves that with effect from 1986, 
voting on Conference Amendments to Rules and Resolutions shall take place 
not -atv Conference itself but in the Branches afterwards $ the results of 
‘ the - voting shall be communicated by the Branches to the Standing- Orders 
Committee -within the four weeks following the final day of Conference , 

These results shall be passed to the E.C. for communication to all 
Branches and Central Branch members . 1 

Swansea Branch suggests that it would be a more democratic procedure 
if voting on the Conference agenda did not take place at Conference but in 
the branches, after Conference* Branches would hold pre-Conference 
meetings as now at which the agenda v/ould be discussed and delegates 
instructed as to how to speak on behalf of their branch. Conference would 
be discussion and exchange of ideas on the resolutions and the amendments 
to rules and delegates would report back to their branches on the different 
points of view expressed. We would thoihave all the information we needed 
before voting. V;e would feel that, as individual members, we were informed 
voters and decision-makers instead of having instructed our delegates 
without hearing all the arguments. 

If we used this procedure, the branches would assume more importance 
as they would become unmistakeably the centres where all important decisions 
were made. Each branch would, hold a special voting meeting after Conference 
of which all members would be notified, Swansea has proposed changes to 
Rules 22 and 23 (see Agenda) to accomodate this. 

Central Branch members would also vote after Conference with the same 
individual vote as now having had the chance to attend Conference and hear 
the discussion. 

- New members to the Party would be impressed, we feel, by such a highly 

- ^ .democratic -.procedure and-vone. that emphasised the branch, as ,tlie. true. unit. of . 

• /i^Party Organisation.-; u~;:va P: .a ::.: : ; 

BIENDMBNT TO RULE 12. 'On line one, delete "twelve" and replace with 
"fourteen" , ‘ - • 

- -'/j Swansea Branch would like to see a. 14-strong E.C. again. - This is the 

number- . the Party has had for most of its history and when 14 members were 
needed, tit was rare that they were not found. It is only since the number 
. has been reduced (first to 10 and now 12) that there have been serious 
difficulties in getting members to stand. We think that, as has always 
been' the case with the Party, members will do ; the work that proves- . 
necessary for the Party to function properly and Swansea thinks a 14-strong 
E.Cv.is necessary for this to happen. Above all it is desirable for reasons 
; of- ; democracy, as the more members that take decisions on behalf of the Party 
ftheliditer. It is not desirable that a small number of members be called 
upon (as has happened in recent times) to make decisions which are -important 
as a whole. vEven if we do not always manaj£ to get 14 members 

- .- or more' to stand for the E.C, 14 should still be the number we should aim at. 

vThd; this resolution, 19 86, is an error . The branch intended the date 
/^itolhe fMi 87 and will therefore support the amendment on the Final Agenda in the 
;;^:Mi^fi^B!ta.tdhp;^anchester and Islington branches. . 


I. 



8 2nd A^ UAL_GONFEREWOg 1986 

PROPOSED HR.? RULE ; "All meetings shall he kept free of personally 
preventable atmospheric pollution, medically recognised as harmlui 
to health*"’ 

AMENDMENT: "In line one, insert the word 'indoor* between *A11 
and ' '* meetings • . " 

This proposed new rule (and the amendment) recommended by Enfield 
& Haringey Branch is based upon the medical information contained 
in the report from the "New Scientist" (10th Oct. 198'5» % P^S® ^l)* 
This report is itself derived from earlier reports published by 
the "British Medical. Journal ", the "New England Journal of 
Medicine" and a quotation from a statement issued by the Surgeon- 
General in the United States, 

Also, there is the "New Scientist" editorial of l6th. Jan. 1986 
which comments on the latest reports on this subject from the 
U.N. World Health Organisation and the Worldwatch-Institute in 

'Washington D.C, 


The Party is directly involved in this unpleasant subject on a 
question of principle, as the Party rightly claims that all its 
meetings are open to the public. It is now obvious that ix we 
continue to allow smoke pollution at our indoor meetings we are 
effectively banning the attendance of fellow- workers who are put 
at risk by being forced to inhale tobacco smoke. 

Unfortunately, this is not a matter that can be dealt with by . 
taking a vote at any particular meeting, as a vote m favour oi 
pollution would contradict our claim that ALL party meetings are 
open to ALL, 


It is important to note that the medical research described in 
the current reports shows that the inhalation of other people s 
tobacco smoke is harmful, even to people who are considered to 
be in good health* However, in similar circumstances, the damage 
done to the health of people who are not in perfect health has 
not been disputled within the medical profession. 


If this new rule is not adopted we 
welcome" invitation with a warning 
that their health would be at risk 
meeting. 


will have to qualify our "ALL 
to members of the working class 
if they attend the advertised 

Enfield & Haringey Branch 


January 1986, 


82nd A NT* t PAL CONFERENCE 1986 


Enfield & Haringey Branch 


The branch has submitted several amendments to the resolution in 
tne? name of S.W. London (page 3, item 2(c) - PAMPHLETS & LEAFLETS . 

For the sake of clarity, here is a re-written version with our 
amendments incorporated : 

PAM PHLET S 

(i) A decision to produce and publish any pamphlet shall be made 
by the Annual Conference or the E*C* 

(ii) The N.P.C. shall organise the work, including the issue of a 
detailed synopsis to Branches and the E.C. Comments on the 
proposed contents must be received within a reasonable 
deadline set by the N.P.C* and will be taken into account by 
the writer or writers in preparing the draft. 

(iii) The resulting draft shall be presented to the E*C„ which 

shall amend the draft at the E.C* table (bearing in mind any 
comments from the writer/s) within a time limit of eight weeks. 


Enfield & Haringey Branch. 
March 1986. 



52> Clapham High Street 
London SWh7UN 
16 - 2-66 





Hamish Gibson 
Secretary 
N.E. Branch 


Dear Hamish, 

Ret Branch resolutions at yourjmeeting 3rd February 


The Executive Committee at its ?th meeting I8th February instructed 
me to reply to resolution (ii) I and 2 in accordance with the facts. 

(li) I. Groups in the past* net attached to branches, did not account 
for their finances because their requests were small and 
accounted for by the Party Treasurer in the reports te Conference and 
ADM. During the last few years larger grants ere being requested but 
not in all cases, Eeeles branch, during the 12 jHmfchs it wns_ a gri sup 
did not call upon the general fund at all* The case of Seaham an< * 

Newcastle Groups is unique because both are large ® n ?“ g £ avi ni^to’ask 
branches and both belong to the same branch. The EC is having to ask 
for financial statements because the grants asked for are equal to 
and sometimes greater than those requested by branches, and in the 
case of 198? are greater than the branch to which the groups belong 
fete* So' grant to the branch anji about £65.0 to the two groups . The 

(ii) C 2. h At what e poiit dees™ grant become a substantial grant ? Surely 
ihen it is sustantially greatlr than that normerly requested by othe 
erouns or branches. In 1985 the largest donations called for by 
Islington Branch was £315 and the Cardiff West County Tour £390 . 
compared with the total for the two groups I think you will a^ee 
that tknrs was substantial. I would point out in conclusion that the 
EC wishes to encourage the activity in the North East and is aak ing 
for financial statements every three months purely for accounting sak . 


Xours fraternally, 
General Secretary. 


A. G. Atkinson. 


Extract from Minutes of 9th Meeting of the 83rd E.C. hel d at H.O. on 4«2»1V.G6« 

SEA HAH GROUP wrote sending acircular which they requested the E.C. arrange to be sent to 
all members on the matter of grants and other topics. 

RESOLUTION - P. LAwrence and Easton ’'That the letter be noted and the document cir- 
culated to branches as requested. 1 ' _ 

ADDENDUM - L. Cox and Grant "The relevant part of the North East Branch Resolution 
and the EC’s Resolution in resjxmce (item 16(d), 3£d meeting) are as follows: ’In a 
telephone conversation with NE Branch Sec. the treasurer(?) said that "The EC do not 
like sending grants to Seaham group as funds are not being accounted for." This branch 
considers this to be a serious defamation of character and we request an apology and 
an assurance that the Cde. concerned be seriously reprimanded' NE Br. ’That the EC 
endorses any statement the Treasurer may have made to the effect that the EC is unwilling 
to make grants without accountability ni (EC res.) 

ADDENDUM! AGREED: SUB-RESOLUTION CARRIED 5-0 

RESOLUTION o Chesham and Hart 'That the Treasurer , s i reply to u North East Branch (Item 2 
8th meeting) endorsed by the EC last week, be circulated Seaham's Group circular' 

A Utv . ' jii tU • 


V o al l Members 


On 21st January I 9 O 6 , ( 3rd mtg of 83 rd EC) t tho EG con- 
firmed its agreement with the Treasurers statement that ; 


"The EC do os not like sending money to 
.. Seahan because funds aro unaccounted 
for” 


Despite requests, tho EC has been unable to supply con- 
crete evidence to support suoh a serious accusation. Over the 
past 2-3 years the EC has been' sending Seaham Group grants to 
Hcwcastle or Hexham \ about 90 miles from Seaham, without off- ' 
cring any explanation^ and in tho eyes of* our comrades through- 
out the party we are stealing party funds, 1 


V/o reiterate statement 5 off tho NE branch circular, 
nuotcd by SVf London branch 'in their unprecedented attack on 
an EC nomination, and to; this end we are preparing a case ag-’ 
ainst members of tho EC; and of course in dofonco of ourselves.' 
’,/e therefore request a 'Copy of the past 3 years EC minutes^ 


plus all correspondence to and from HE & 8 / land branches and 


ooa!\ar.\ t: iiewoastle groups 


Another nattor of serious oonoorn to Soahan group is the 
accusation that some members & branches in London are acting 
as a party seperato from the rest of uS.' This serious accusation 
remains unsubs tantiated. nevertheless, In tho eyes of many 
comrades these two branches have become, at least doubtful 
and at most working against tho socialist moveneht. To thorn 
wc extend our best wishes and our assurance that, until there 
is concrete evidence to the contrary, they remain oomrades. 


This ability of the EC to be used as a vohicle for , ' 
attacking members, and making libellous and defamatory stat- 
meiv^a aboujb them. Is a dimension of rower which, we believe^ 
requires the urgent attention of , tho nomborshliv 


Youro fraternally, 
Geaham Group, 18.2,1906 


52* Clapham High Street 

London SW47UN 

21 - 2-66 


Hamish Gibson 
N^E. Branch 

Secretary " . 

Dear Comrade, 

He : Accountability 

It may be useful if I set out what I understand by accountability 1 
in this context. If my understanding is misconceived then any 
attempts I make to be guided by it will lead towards confrontation 
rather than to the comradely co-operation I hope for* 

The EC acts on behalf of the Party* All members are accountable 
through the EC to the Party for their use of Party funds j The 
Treasurer is the Party’s officer and is answerable to the Party 
for his actions and will normally act in co-operation with the EC; 

Branches are, as apart of the party constitution and proceedure, 
required to account to the Party through a Form 'C' on a regular 
basis, for any money they raise or receive in the Party's name* 

Groups are authorised by the EC in consultation with the Central 
Organiser and/or Groups organiser. They are expected to account 
for any money they receive or raise directly as there is no 
provision in the constitution for such groups to report to the 
party at large through a form C. 

In the matter raised by Be ah am Group I think that the members of . 
the group and of the N*E. branch and of Newcastle Group would be 
willing to recognise that, whatever diff iculties they may have had 
in their relationship with HO., the EC and Party Officers, they 
have been through an uncertain period with several changes in the 
administative set up in the North East in the last couple of years* 

If any confusion from this has affected the following report, some 
of the explanation may be traced to these administrative un certain- 
ties* 

According to EC minutes IJ-3-85, Meeting II, item 7> a telephone re- 
quest for a grant of £100 to obtain a stand at the Seaham Idell 
Homes exhibition was given urgency and approved* The EC asked the 
Group to report back on how the event went. On the I8th June* 1985* 
(24/7) A N.E* Branch letter on various matters was dealt with by the 
EC. It included a request for £50 for I member of the branch to 
attend the Party meeting on the State. The EC requested the Treasurer 
to seek information from the branch on the use to which the grant for 
the Ideal Homes Exhibition had been put. On the 23rd July (29/22) 

NE Branch replied and referred the Treasurer to Seaham Group directly 
for details of the Exhibition grant. 

On the 23rd August ( 33 / 37 ) urgency was granted to the Seaham Group fiat 
lor a telephoned report. It was explained to the EC that the Group 
had not participated in the Ideal Homes Exhibition, that £5© of the 
grant had been spent on I member attending the special meeting on the 
State, ( note the EG had not granted the N.E* branch request for this 
at the meeting on the I8th June) and £20 had been spent on a rubber 
stamp* The remaining £30 it was proposed to put towards the cost of 

stencil cutter and the EC was asked to make a grant of £90 to com- 


piete the purchase of this equipment, -for use with the Roneo the 
Group had already obtained with their- own resources* The EC agreed 
to a grant of £90 and accepted- the Groups reply on the matter of 
the original grant of £100. Subsequently the following grants have 
been made to Geahain Group*- /3rd Sept. 6? (36/16) £101 for a series 
of fortnightly meetings, handbills, leaflets, room rent. 8th Oct. 85 
(40/12) £$I-5o for 2 debates on 2611-65 and 10-12-85 papee, room - 
hire and stamps. 5th Nov. 65 £25-00 paper supplies (amount as requested) 
although the group were advised that paper could be obtained in London 
at something near half the cost that they had quoted.) There has been 
no report made to the EC on these subsequent grants, but the group may 
have reported the fortnightly meetings arranged in Sept, or the two 
arranged later, Jo the Propaganda Committee on the Form E. 

I believe on the basis of the information An this report the Party 
would not feel that accountability for funds placed with this Group 
is yet on a fully satisfactory basis, and would expect the Group, the 
EC and Treasurer to establish better communications, and well grounded 
mutual confidence. ^ Only with establishment of better. communications would the 
party expect further reqests for grants to be made or considered. 
n embcrs of N.E. Branch should know that the following grants have been 
made to Newcastle Group in 1985* 


Meeting 
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23/11 



22-1-85 Adverts $9*00 
19-2-65 Feb. mtg. I5-o© 

19-3-85 March " 20-00 

14- 5-85 May " 15-00 

4-6-85 June H 20-00 

II-6-85 6 mtg. leafl tsI0-00 

I7-9-&5 Sept. mtg. I0-00-. 

15- IO-U5 4 meetings 60 -00 

Total 159^00 


Either Newcastle Group should report on these meetings directly to 
the EC or North East branch should do so through Form C. 

There have also been made grants to N.E. Branch as listed below. 


Summary 

Newcastle Group as above- £159-00 

Seaham Group £100 

*0 

101 

77-50 

25-00 

£393-50 


N.E. Branch 

1984 Grant- 

£30-00 

2 delegates 
to fconf. 

50-00 

Quart. Brch. 
Newsletter 

30-80 

6 mths rent 

30-00 

leaflets etc, 

20-00 

160-80 


£160-80 


Grant towards Telephone 

installation - k 64-00 

777-30 

refunded 25-00 

W2-30 
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P. Wilson 
Party Treasurer 
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RECORD OF E.C. and BRANCH RESOLUTIONS RELATING TO THE EVENTS LEADING TO 

THE FORMATION OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON CAMDEN and NORTH WEST LONDON BRANCHES 


The following items, 1 ~ 4 » deal with the guidelines laid down by the EC for the 
running of meetings in close proximity on the same date! 

1, Special Meeting 82nd EC - 2nd March, 1985 ! 

Item II ISLINGTON BRANCH DEBATE with L, Spiegal, Labour prospective candidate for 
Finchley! title M What is socialism and how can it be achieved?" - 4th April - proposed 
Party Speaker Comrade S. Coleman. 

(Resolution approving the arrangements was agreed.) 

CAMDEN BRANCH MEETING 4th APRIL ! 

RESOLUTION - "The EC deplores the fact that Camden and North West London Branches, 
in jointly organising a public meeting on Thursday 4th April, within walking 
distance of Islington Branch, which meets on that night , have not contacted 
Islington Branch at any stage." 

RESOLUTION - "The EC is concerned that in view of the fact that for several years, 
Islington Branch has organised a public meeting on the Thursday prior to 
Conference, Camden and North West London Branches must have been aware of the 
likelihood of a clash arising from their plans." 

2* 10 th Meeting 02nd EC - 23rd April ! 

Item 27 CAMDEN BRANCH Resolution dated 9th April! "The EC be informed that this 
Branch was unaware that Islington Branch was holding a meeting on the sarre 
evening, 4th April as Camden and North V/est London Branches were holding a 
Lecture meeting. THIS meeting was arranged in January 1985* The Branch note 
that both meetings were successful and it is our intention to hold a meeting 
next year on EVE OF CONFERENCE at the branch venue." 

E.C. RESOLUTION - "That the resolution be noted and the attention of branches be drawn 
to the need for liaison with the Propaganda Committee when meetings are being 

planned .to be held in the same locality." 

,> « 

3* 29th Meeting 82nd EC - 23rd July : 

Item 4 - ISLINGTON BRANCH Resolution dated 11th July! "That the EC be written to and 
informed of Islington Branch’s intention to hold an Eve of ADM meeting," 

E.C. RESOLUTION - "That the resolution be noted and the Propaganda Committee be 
informed. " 

(Subsequently the September SS announced a Camden and North V/est London Branch meeting 
to be held on the same night. The arrangements for this meeting ignored the guide- 
lines laid down by the EC.) 

4. 36th Meeting 82nd EC - 10th September : 

Item 8 - ISLINGTON BRANCH Resolution dated 5th September: "Having noted from the 
September issue of ’Socialist Standard’ that Camden, North West London, and 
V/est London Branches are running a joint public meeting on Friday, 11th October, 
in close proximity to Islington Branch, v/e will not be running a meeting ourselves 
on that night, as we had previously informed the EC, but on Thursday, 10th 
October instead. In spite of our having notified the EC of our intentions some 
time ago, the Branches in question have made no contact at all with us over this. 

E.C. RESOLUTION - "That the matter be deferred one week." 

Simultaneously with these events, the EC was in correspondence with Camden and North 
V/est London Branches about their plans to organise meetings in the area of S.W. London 
Branch at Head Office. 

5. 28th Meeting 82nd EC - 16 th July ! 

Item l£ - NORTH V/EST LONDON Branch wrote that they and Camden Branch "are organising 
a series of meetings and want to hold three of them at HO on 24 th November, 



- 2 - 

26th January and 2}rd February . " They requested permission to use H.O. 

RESOLUTION - "That the two branches be requested to give further information^ 
regarding the proposed series of meetings, as Lambeth seems at some distance 
from their area of activity. 

6 . 30th Meeting 82nd EC - 30 th July : 

Item 6 NORTH WEST LONDON BRANCH Resolution dated 18th July ; "That the EG be 
advised of the three meetings at Head Office. We are surprised that the EC 
should withhold permission. If we cannot have the use of H.O. then we shall 
cancel these meetings. Can we please have a reply before our next Branch 
Meeting (August 0th) as preliminary arrangements must be finalised." 

RESOLUTION - "That consideration be deferred one week*" 

7* 31st Meeting 82nd EC - 6 th August ? 


I_te_m__4 - CAMDEN BRANCH Resolution dated 23rd July ; "The E.C. be informed that this 
branch, over a period of years, has had the use of Head Office for Y/eekend 
Schools and occasional propaganda meetings, the last of which took place in 1984 . 
The branch therefore wishes to know whether the E.C. is pursuing a new policy 
which would confine branches to their own areas. The branch has instructed its 
organiser to supply details of the meetings which are yet to be finalised." 

E.C. R ESOLUTION on deferred item from previous week - "That North Y/est London Branch 
be advised that the EC requires an explanation on three points as follows : 

(1) Are the proposed meetings to take the form of education classes/seminar type 
meetings or are they propaganda meetings? 

(2) If they are to be propaganda meetings, why North Y/est London and Camden 
Branches are organising propaganda in the area of South Y/est London Branch, 
which is outside their o wn area and already covered by the local branch, and, 

(3) Why this is being organised in a manner which is completely separate from 
South Y/est London Branch activity?" 


8 . 34th Meeting 82nd EC - 27th August i ' 

Item 9 - NORTH Y/EST LONDON BRANCH Resolution dated 22nd August : "N.Y/. London branch 
have received your letter of 10th August. In view of the EC not granting the 
use of H.O. for the three meetings, these have been organised elsewhere." 

E.C. RESOLUTION - "That the EC notes the decision of N.Y/, London Branch not to hold 
the three meetings at Head Office, but insists that it should still answer the 
questions put to it by the EC." 


9* 37th Meeting 62nd EC - 17th September ? 

Item 15 ~ NORTH Y/EST LONDON BRANCH Resolution dated 12th September ; "That the EC be 
advised that as the three meetings in question are no longer to be held at H.O. , 
the branch see no reason to answer the questions." 

These events combined on the night of the 17th September when the EC reached a point 
of impasse in its correspondence with the two Branches. 


10. 37th Meeting 82nd EC - 17th September : 

Item 4 - E.C. RESOLUTION re Item 8 , 36 th meeting, deferred one week : (See Item 4> p.l) 
"That the Resolution be noted and that an ad hoc committee of three members be 
appointed to investigate the possible extent to which some members of Camden and 
North Y/est London Branches are operating as an internal Party faction separate 
from the Party at large, and that the Central Organiser be asked to serve on 
the Committee." 


Subsequently, the following EC RESOLUTIONS were passed: 


see p. 3 


3 


Xi. Item 10, 47th Meeting 82nd EC - 26th November ; "That the EC is acting on the basis 
that there has been a breakdown in Party co-operation, culminating in the 
failure by the EC to secure the co-operation of the Branches concerned in 
running meetings at the same time and in the same place as other Branches, 

The work of the ad hoc committee is aimed solely at achieving democratic 
comradeship in the united work for socialism. The EC trusts that North West 
London Branch will give its full support to this objective and that branches 
be informed that the ad hoc committee is already in touch with the branches 
concerned, 11 

and 

12. Item 9, 3rd Meeting 83rd EC - 21st January, 1986 ; "In the light of the Committee 
having provided the information requested by the Branches, and this being 
adopted by the EC, the EC urges Camden and North West London Branches to meet 
with the ad hoc committee in line with Party co-operation and with a view to 
establishing the united work for socialism." 


All Branch Secretaries 
I?gth EC Minutes Item 9. EC resol u iion- 
M That a copy of the Explanatory letter 
of the Ad Hoc Committee to the N.W. 
London Branch be sent to all branches” . 

Gen. Secretary . 


North West London Branch, 
SPGB. 


Cc>^J 


52, Clapham High St., 
London 3W4 7 UN, . 

6th, December 1985. 


Dear Comrades, 

The committee thanks North West London Branch for its resolution 
of 28th. November, and notes that the Branch has raised the question of 
the prima facie evidence relating to the present matter. We remind the 
Branch that the position has arisfen from a breakdown in Party Booperiion, 
which is Die cause of present concern* 

The immediate matters which have brought the situation to a head 
are broadly as follows. 

The running of meetings in close proximity on the same night. 
Following some correspondence after this had taken place before Conference 
the EC laid down guide line s as follows s- 

” .. the attention of Branches be drawn to the need for liaison 
with the Propaganda Committee when meetings are being planned 
to be held in the same locality, 11 (EC 23/4/85.) 

Subsequently, Islington Branch complied with these guide lines 
in organising an Eve of ADM meeting, Camden and North West London 
Branches again organised a meeting In close proximity with this on the 
same night. As th is further meeting, and the manner in which it was 
organised out^kie the EC’s guide lines repeated the pre Conference position 
tli is presented itself as being activity separate from the Party at large. 

Simultaneous with these events, Camden and North West London* 
Branches were organising propaganda in the area of South West London 
Branch at Dead Office, The issue was the practice of two Branches 
combining to operate in the area of another Branch without any formal 
contact or even informal cooperation with that Branch whatsoever. 

This practice seemed to go against the vital importance of socialist 
cooperation. It was important therefore that there should be an 
explanation for this and accordingly the EC put 3 questions to North 
West London Branches two of which were as follows:- 

i, ” •• why North West London and Camden Branches are 
organising propaganda in the area of South West 
London Branch, which is outside their own area and 
already covered by the local Braxjh, and 

ii. Why this is being organised in a manner which is 
completely separate from South West London Branch 
activity?” 

North West London Branch declined to give this information. This 
produced a further position of stalemate, which againx presented itself 
as activity separate from the^ larty at large, with these questions still 
outstanding. 

It is also the case that some members of Camden and North West 
London Branches who were previously active, seemed to have now withdrawn 
from Die mainstream of Party activities and to have dissociated themself es 
from the essential administrative functions. This appears to have 
occurred as a result of resentment at certain democratic decisions which 
have been made within the A arty* 
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There is also evidence that strong views exist in Camden and North 
Vest London Branches that many members of the Party are sympathetic to 
ideas which are in opposition to socialism, and have ’reformist attitudes' 
and are engaged in moves against socialist principles. There can be no 
objection to any attempts made to substantiate such allegations, (indded 
criticism is vital to the life of our Party,) but until any substantial 
evidence is offered, these allegations are indicative of a broad political 
division between Camden and North West London Branches and the wider Party. 

A further indication of this division is the rejection by some members of 
the Branches of much literature published by the World Socialist Movement* 

The events and attitudes which we have mentioned, taken together, 
can be seen as being prima facie evidence that members of your Branches 
are engaged in factional activities organised separate from the Party at 
large. 

North West London Branch ask for the 'names of the members concerned*, 
but the committee is in no position to offer such conclusions, as our task 
is solely to report on whether or not, and if so, to what extent, some 
members of Camden and North West London Branches are operating as an internal 
party faction separate from the Party at large. 

But we do emphasise that by working in full cooperation through 
our joint discussions, Camden Branch, North West London Branch and this 
ad hoc committee, now have an opportunity to deal with these questions 
which have arisen in a frank and comradely manner. As we have already 
said, we would aim to clarify any possible misunderstandings which may 
have arisen with a view to establishing a stronger basis for the united 
work for socialism. Our hope is that our report will ]t|e a means to this 
end, 

Wq have put to you the matters which we wish to discuss, and we 
emphasise our point that the sooner the work of our committees is 
completed the better it will serve our common objective of getting on 
with the work for socialism. We therefore ask you again to fix an 
early date for our discussions. 


lours fraternally, 

The ad hoc Committee. 




28 th January 1986* 


Camden branch's reply to E.C. allegations. 


Preliminary . 

In November 1985 the E.C. set up an Ad Hoc Committee to investigate 
the extent of the allegations made in their resolution of 17th Dec* 1985 
against Camden & N.W. London branches* This Committee, without 
conducting any investigation of the matter, made a series of allegations 
against both branches which the E.C* subsequently endorsed* The E*C* had, 
therefore, prejudged the issue* 

The branch objected to these allegations, and in the circumstances felt 
justified in putting its case direct to the membership as follows:- 

In September 1985 the E.C. made serious allegations about some of our 
members, without naming them. These allegations claimed among other 
things that they had formed a faction within the Party separate from 
the Party. This, in the view of the branch, amounted to a charge that 
these members were disloyal to the Party and were working against its 
interests * 

On being called to produce the evidence, on December l4th 1985 the E.C, 
circulated all branches with what was described as an explanatory letter 
which had been drafted by their Ad Hoc Committee. This letter not only 
repeated the allegations in a different form, again without any evidence 
to support them, but also included the branch, in the alleg a tions. 

Th« better claimed 

lo That we ignored the guidelines laid down by the E.C. by arranging 
a meeting on the eve of the Autumn Delegate meeting when Islington branch 
were holding a similar meeting. 

2. That we we re organising meetings at H. : 0. in the S.W. London branch's 
area without consulting them. 

3. Some unnamed members of our branch have withdrawn from the mainstream 
of Party activity and disassociated themselves from the essential 
administrative functions* 

4; The E.C. ftas evidence that N.W. London & Camden branches hold 
string views that there are members in the Party who have reformist 
attitudes and are involved in moves against Socialist principles. 

5; That some members of the two branches reject much of the literature 
published by the World Socialist Movement* These members are not 
identified. 

This pathetic collection of half truths and pure gossip represents the 
priraa facia case of the E.C. and is supposed to be taken seriously 
by intelligent members of the SPGB* 

Concerning (1). Had the E.C. taken the elementary precautions of 
first establishing the facts they would have found that Camden branch 
did not arrange a meeting on the same night as Islington branch; i.e. 

2>th Oct. 1983 * Islington branch arranged a meeting on the same night 
as ours. Arrangements for our meeting were discussed in May 1985, 
and Islington branch's meeting was arranged later. We do not imply any 
motive to Islington branch; they, or the Propaganda Committee, never 
consult Camden branch about their propaganda arrangements, but they 
complain th a t we do not consult them. Islington branch, the Propaganda 
Committee and the Central Organiser contain the same personnel. Well 
might the E.C. in its explanatory letter say that Islington branch 
complied with the guidelines and liaised with the Propaganda Committee. 

In short, they informed themselves that they were running a meeting. 

We see nothing calamitious about two entirely different type meetings 
being held on the same night twice a year. The last occasion when this 
+ r»r*W nT ar a mepfin ctk ui p»r" p > Vi i crVi Tv Riif'.f’.pRRfiil i i e « five of Conference 1089* 


2 - 


Concerning (2). 

Contrary to the E.C.*s claim, we did not organise propaganda for the 
simple reason that the E.C. made it impossible for us to organise 
anything by depriving us of the venue. We asked for the use of H.O. 
in July 1985 for two meetings which were to be held early in 1936 0 
Instead of helping the propaganda effort, the E.C. procrastinated and 
kept deferring the item, and raised the red herring about our alleged 
non co-operation with S.W. London branch. They also raised the 

ridiculous issue about the branch carrying on propaganda activities 
outside its area; so much for the Executive Committee of the World 
Socialist Movement, which frowns on members travelling from Camden 
to Clapham to carry the Socialist message to the workers of S.W. London. 
The E.C. would simply not co-operate with us and we were forced to 
abandon the proposals. Had the E.C. wished to assist this propaganda 
they would have replied along the lines of', their letter 

and resolution of 7th August 1984 when they dealt with our request in a 
matter of days; viz:« 

"Re your request for the use of H.E. on Sunday 25 th November (afternoon) 
for the purpose of holding a public propaganda meeting, your letter 
4th Aug. 1984. The E.C. at its meeting 7/8/84 carried the following 
resolution:- "That the request te approved and that Camden branch 
be advised to liaise with S r W. London branch over local publicity". 

We co-operated with S.W. London branch then, and we will co-operate 
with any branch when the situation arises. Our meeting could only 
have helped S.W. London branch. We wished the use of H.O. because 
it held twice the number of our branch room, and the subjects of the 
meetings "Socialist future" and "The Abolition of the State" would 
have been of interest to a large number of members. 

Concerning (3). 

Whilst we cannot speak for unidentified members we suggest that the ' 
present uncomradely attitude of the E.C. to this branch and its members 
is hardly likely to encourage them to flock to H.O. 

Concerning (4), & (5)* 

Wn the absence of any evidence we cannot comment. 

The explanatory Hoc Investigation 

impartial body as these were the people behind the accusations. 

This is a grotesque travesty of Party procedure. . If this matter is 
to proceed let it be investigated by an impartial Committee of members 
who are not party to the complaint. 

The E.C's view that we are acting outside the Party is utter nonsense. 
The branch 'is the unit of organisation and all our activities take place 
within the organisation; propaganda, selling literature, holding open 
branch meetings, Delegates to Conference, and generally conducting our 
affairs within the Rules of the Party. We do not have secret meetings 
and engage in any activity outside of the Party. The E.C. speaks of 
a breakdown in co-Cuper-ation, but it is they by their actions who are 
causing this breakdown. 


CAMDEN BRANCH 



To ; ALL BRANC HES A ND MEgTOBS 


Reply address - C/o Head Office, 

52 Clapham High Street Sv.'/j. 7 OH 

3rd March , 1986 


Dear Comrades , 

Ue refer to the resolution of North West London Branch (item 2(e) on the 
Conference Agenda) as follows 

. "This Conference deprecates the action of the EC in setting up a ComnvLTtee 
. to investigate factional activity by some un-named members of North West 
. London and Camden Branches, and refusing to produce the alleged prinna f-aeae 
evidence, both to the two Branches concerned and to the Party in general-" 

The reasons for setting up the Committee were known throughout the Par-,y - 
T’nese were clear from exchanges between the EC and the two Branches and were 
to every. Party member from EC minutes,-- These related to failure by me EC to secure 
the co-operation of Camden and North West London Branches in the organisation u± 

propaganda. 

The ad hoc committee set- out -the reasons for the work in a letter da-ted och 
December and this was' adopted by the EC and distributed to all Branches and members. 

It would therefore be false for Conference .to .deprecate the EC for refusing to produce 
evidence for setting up the ad hoc committee, ' • 

It is also popular feeling, which has prevailed for too long, that the Party 
in London is divided. In, his statement "What is Wrong with the SPGB" , Com. J, DArcy 
said the following 

"You've got a. Party which is divided at the present time against itself." ^ 
(Page 5, para. 6 of the report of the statement which is available on request; 

Where co-operation has clearly broken down, the EC is obliged to take action, 
and this should be supported. 

The position should not be judged solely on the wording of the single SC 
resolution which set up the committee. It should be judged against the fact that a 
division exists; that Party co-operation broke dovm and that this must be re-ouiit 
as soon as possible. This object was clearly expressed by the EC in its resolution 
of 2oth November, 1985 > as follows 

"That the EC is acting on the basis that there has been a breakdown in Parry 
co-operation, culminating in the failure by the EC to secure the co-operation 
of the Branches concerned in running meetings at the same time and in the 
same place as other Branches, The work of the ad hoc committee is aimed 
solely at achieving democratic comradeship in the united work for socialism. 
The EC trusts that North West London Branch will give its full support to 
this objective." Agreed 

The EC's object was made clear by the ad hoc committee in its letters to the 
two Branches dated 6th December as follows s~ 

"But we do emphasise that by working in full co-operation through our joint 
discussions, Camden Branch, North West London Branch and this Ad Hoc Conran utea 
now have an opportunity to deal with these questions - which have arisen, m 
a frank and comradely manner. As we have alreau^^id, we would aim to 

in 
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clarify any possible misunderstandings which *y have arisen with a riew ts 

establishing a stronger basis for the mated work for socialism, Oos oc, t . 

is that our report will be a means to this end. 

This object was again affirmed by the EG at its meeting on 10th December, 

1985 - 

The effect of passing the North West London Branch resolution at Conference 
will be to abolish the ad hoc committee. This will destroy what is now an -u, ^ 
initiative to encourage the united work for socialism and des uoy tne p-. cm • 

which has been applied to this object by the members oi the ad hue ; ; J" 

mean the continuation of the present divisions and undermine wha„ shou-.a b, 

work of our movement. ■ • 

It is fully accepted that we, the undersigned, have been involved in 
disagreements with some members of the two Branches. But so also ha/e must . • - 
active members; from this point of view, a totally "impartial' 
impossible to find. We are well placed to represent th.se who wish ,o look f 
to achieving both the vital objective of party unity and the most effecn/e us. Of 
our resources. 

Branches should vote against the North West tondon Branch resolution aao. 
support the attempt to ensure some kind of reconciliation between ^±‘ c jA 
West London Branch members and the rest of the Party. In all, three u Ue “ , 
es have been made to persuade the two branches to talk with the committee, Alt ... 
these have not been successful, we should not give up now, . , ( 

We emphasise most strongly that the resolution Mt in the ° f 

members of Camden and North West Irmdon Branches. It is in ^eir interests to a d 
a comradely atmosphere, conducive to the work for -socialism. Given that it - 

desire to see a united Party, working in full co-operation with nigh 
must have everything to gain in joining with the committee to achieve t - 0 



To all Branches March 7,1986 ;;; -V 

Comrades, 

The ad-hoc committee established last November has held its meetings, 
if any, in private. The only outcome of its deliberations has been 
an "explanatory letter". This does not eeejfl to support the EC's 
original allegation that certain unnamed members of two branches 
had formed a faction within the Party. The committee has not made 
it clear whether its own allegations relate to all members of thesd'y 
branches or merely to some of them. If the matter is held by the EC 
to be serious, I for one wo^ld expect the EC or its sub-committee 
to have named the comrades they are accusing, and brought charges 
under appropriate Party rules. Either they should name names, or 
drop the matter. 

My second point concerns the choice of members selected for the 
ad-hoc committee. Camden Branch, in their circular, comment that 
the 3 members were hardly impartial M as these were the people behind 
the accusations' 1 . I would go further. I consider that there are serious 
charges of disloyalty and factionalism which ought to be placed on 
record. 

^1^^ after expulsion from the Party, he set up an organi- 
sation with a journal, written by him, which was distributed among 
oAv'+ptn Party manhpr\c pnd some sympathisers, and others outside th.e 
Party. In this journal, O ne World , he attacked the elected EC and 
aspects of Party policy. Most of the members he singled out for 
attack are now in Camden and N.Y\ London branches. His activities, 
though relatively unsuccessful at the time, did have a damaging 
effect on some Party work. Later he rejoined the Party, at a time 
when ite unity and effectiveness were under threat from the We id berg 
faction. Weidberg’s targets, the people he wanted to get rid of, 
were mostly the same EC members and Party officers that had 

attacked in One World . 

was a member of the Weialberg faction. He attended its 
closed meetings. He manoeuvred with others ( most of whom have since 
Pert tne Party) deliberately to exclude those who did not support 
his line from any active role in Party work. As a consequence, a few 
formerly active members have left the Party from frustration, not 
from disagreement, and a considerable number who remain in the Party 
have become inactive, or find their opportunities as Party speakers 
o ^riters severely restricted. 

I consider that an honest and thorough investigation of factional 

activity within the Party is long overdue. It must include an 

imrartial, unrartisan examination of the allegations I hcv^nade 
ir/this lexxer. 

There is evidence to sujjport these allegations. 


Yours for socialism 


( Central^ra.nch ) 







i^CLJte so iutYon ~ Section of item 

Xoj_AtL_Br?anc^£s ._amL C entral.. £i*anc A Members . • 

Piiami Wammoi^smitk 3s*&f)c& • 

The EC has been granting permission to Groups to examine and admit applicants to 
membership. The argument has been that most Branches appoint an examination 
committee of two or three and, as the EC has stipulated that only members should 
examine applicants, this puts Groups in the same position. This overlooks the fact 
that, when a Branch examination committee have any doubts or reservations, the whole 
Branch discusses these points with the applicants. Also, should a Branch committee 
have missed something on which the applicant has insufficient knowledge, this will 
soon emerge in discussion with other members of the Branch. In a Group, new members 
only have con tact with the members who examined them. Branches are the unit of 
the Party and the difference in responsibility of Branches and Groups was clearly 
drawn for very good reasons; it should not be thoughtlessly eroded. 

1. We suggest the procedure is against the Buies, which state that applicants must be 
approved by a Branch or, in the case of Central Branch, the EC (via its sub 

committee, the Forms^A'Scrutiny Committee). 

2. The first time permission was given , it was stated on the EC that members of that 
Group were experienced, of long standing, had detailed knowledge of our case and 

were therefore qualified to carry out the examination. This argument does not always 

hold good and, as all members are equal, once permission has been given to one Group 

it cannot be withheld from another. Take a Group which has, say, four members, 

three of whom have recently joined. Do these have sufficient knowledge to examine 

applicants? Like a driving test, the examination proves that new members have 

acquired a basic knowledge of our case. However, quite often they are advised to 

study one or other aspect of our case further; they are obviously not ready to examine 

otfyer applicants,;, 

3 a Groups are important places to learn and discuss our case. Applicants who have 

attended a Group should have sufficient knowledge to answer easily the ^uesKonn&tfe ' 
oi* the Scrutiny Committee. . • This avoids delays caused by lengthy correspondence 

when the committee are unable to accept, or need to have clarification of, original 
answers. Thus Groups fulfil the task of imparting socialist knowledge, but the safeguard 
o! examination by the EC sub committee, through whom admission to membership 
continues to be obtained, is retained, 

Youw« ....fratewiatu.i hammersmith branch — 

J — ~ — ~ 



\ 

RB HAX&SRSMITH BRANCH CIRCULAR OP 25th FBBRUARY, AND THEIR RESOLUTION 
OR "BRROLKENT OF HERBBRS" - Conference Agenda, page 5, item (h). 

» 

To : AH Branches, Central Branch and Groups 
Comrades, 

Dundee Group would like to express its disgust at the attitudes expressed 
in the above-dated Hammersmith Brancjh circular. This in not primarily 
because we are a group. We would a9k Conference to reject this resolution 
and the amendments for two basic reasons t 

1 . Knowledge and Experience 

"Take a group which has, say, four members, three of whom have recently 
Joined. Do these have sufficient knowledge to examine applicants ?" 

i 

Whet is their oriteria for measuring such knowledge ? Is it length of 
membership ? Or perhaps, the ability to write articles, speak, or sell 

the Standard 7 or talk at length abiut the theories of Hegel ? 

/ 

It is noticeable that they do not call into question the capability of a 
Branch of, say, six members, in examining new applicants* 

* 

2 . The Whole Branch Can Decide 

In stating that if a Branch examining committee has any doubts about an 
applicant, "...the whole Branch discusses these points with the applicant", 
we feel that Hammersmith Branch is trying to construct an argument of 
numerical superiority of branches over groups which is not always the case. 
For instance, a glance at EC minutes will show that branches pass resolutions, 
often with only a handful of members present. 

We would also like to point out another aspect that this resolution would 
have, if carried. If someone comes along to our meetings wanting to Join, 
are we to instruct her/him to get on a train or bus to Glasgow, Edinburgh 
or Newcastle ? And for what reason ? 

In writing this it was not our intention to personally attack Hammersmith 
Branch, but we do feel that their resolution is both condescending and 
insulting to Party members, and could not avoid taking it as an insult. 



Dundee Group, 10th March, 1986 
(Carried 4~0» 4~ present) 
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ft~on\ '■ doOTH I'/ers r London »>» W-Mm®. 

- 4th March, 1936 

SSS^J ( JOISTS 

S.W. London Branch feels that the present procedures are confused and cumbersome * 

They are laid down in several Conference and ADM Resolutions, For the guidance of 
the EC and the NPC v/e feel that the procedure should be made clear within a single 

resolution, - 

The procedure v/e propose meets two important requirements. These are the need to 
produce the best quality pamphlets in a democratic manner,, with some .participation of 
members. Secondly, the need for speed of issue, ■ : ‘The - essence of the proposers is 
that 1 members' and the EC will have an opportunity to comment oh the., proposed contents, 
"afid following this, the EC will have the discretion to either edit the draft itself 
within, a definite • time limit , ..or leave- it to the NPC. 


HEStf 4-_- CONDUCT & DISCIPLINE- • 

S.W, ..London branch feels that this Resolution would be the most simple and immediate 
• way to create an improved -atmosphere in the Party where issues can be debated without 
the destructive effects of members being able to freely question each other's socialist 
integrity. This practice has caused .immense damage in the past. 

The' existence of this Resolution would strengthen the- hand of the chair in Party debates, 
discussions at Conference, ADM, .Branches, and in all other places. Members will- be 
constrained from abuse etc., and will be encouraged to focus 'their arguments on the 
issues involved. At the same time it will not prevent responsible. disciplinary action 
being taken against members where this is justified,. 


RES, 2< 


THE OFFICIAL EC RULIN G THAT C OM. A. BUICK HE LD A REFORMIST POSITIO N, WHICH 
IS*" ST ILL OUT STAND* I NG^INTHE NAME OF THE PARTY 


S.W. London Branch feels that comrades should remove this official Party slur against 
milggm which is a discredit to the Party. 

In addition to the information sent out by the General Secretary, we supply overleaf* 
important material which relates to item 3 of "the EC's reply to Edi^um^^Branch. 
Members will note that item 3- reads "Letter to the SSPC 17/5/77 > he made the 
statement 'advocating reforms and reformism are not necessarily the same (even if the 
one is likely ' to lead to the other in the. long run) - otherwise Marx- would have to be 
regarded as a reformist!'” 

It was laid down by the EC on behalf of the Party that this statement was evidence 
that Buick held a reformist position, 

V/e supply the full text of the letter, Memberyjm note that the EC completely 
disregarded the clear statement on reforms by^^^^|in the first paragraph of his 
letter. They chose to select a sentence ffom the last paragraph which referred to the 
position of Marx over a hundred years ago. They also ignored the final sentence of 
the letter which pu t this st atement in its historical perspective. This was manipula- 
tion of the text of HBH letter to the SSPC for the sole P^P 0Se of discrediting 
him and to claim he was a reformist. This action remains as an official ruling, 
made by an executive committee on behalf of the Party. It is therefore important that 
the Party should now reverse this unacceptable ruling. 


S.W. LONDON BRANCH 


(Text of letter overleaf) 


1 ’lO^FpR _ PqpM.GATION ' ’ . . ._ • / ■■ 

"SSPC, 

Dear Comrades, ... • - 

' It seems to me that the Kay issue of the SOCIALIST STAKDAEO hluxs the 
traditional SPGB distinction Between reformism (the policy of accepting capita-icu 
and trying to improve it by reforma) -and. reforms (legislative maasares attop„e 
implemented By the State;) The Basic SPGB position has always Been that if 
advocate reforms; -and that we are opposed to reformism rather then to reform. U-. 
Fa'oTweTa^l7en- committed ourselves to voting' for. certain 

bertain circumstances, unlikely though those circumstances might-Be to occur in 
practice; a minority of socialist MPs in Parliament faced with a mea.ure jd.fr. • 

By the Party to Be in the interest of the working class and the socialise mo.emo ,,) 

On page 94 Horatio ‘writes ; - "A revolutionary .Party .,1s committed 
to Revolution and cannot support reform - whioh 

sis added.) How if reforms are anti-revolutionary, then the SPGB, as a rcvolut - y 
Party, would- have to-be -committed to opposing them. But in fact we are no TP" 
to all reforms on principle - and have always recognised that some may temporal- ^ 
Benefit sections of the working class and as such cannot Be opposed By ‘ J . 

this does not mean that we should advocate such reforms. What we. are opposed to 
•nrin-inle - and what can legitimately Be described as "anti revolutionary - is 
reformism, ie, the policy of accepting capitalism and seeking to improve it By reio, - , 

Then, in writing "Reformism ... is reactionary. It belongs to a past era. 

insists sts 

sal Suffrage, and elementary factory legislation) in order to be in a stronger 

ZT bftXfu; unSl that °t£ in^advodating certain ^ " 

refirms, a justification which disappeared once political democracy had become es. .a - 
lished and once capitalism had developed, in a world economy capable of provid g 
plenty for all, the material basis for socialism. 


Yours fraternally, 




t & A ■ " ; ' ■ 

Proposed item for Conference Agendas 

«This Conference finds that in its reply to Edinburgh Branch, date 
qjf7/p /77, t the 74th, Ex ecutive Committee put foward false evidence 
that had taken a reformist position.” 


that 


jrence finds that in its reply to ^amDurgn n; 
the 74th. Executive Committee put fovard fal 
had taken a reformist position,” 


Item 3 of EC letter to Edinburgh Branch dated 14/7/77*- 

” Letter to iho\ SSPC 17/5/77 he made the statement ”advocating 

reforms and reformism are not necessarily the same (even if the one 
is likely to/ the other in the long run) « otherwise Marx would have 
to be regarded as a reformist,” ” 


Text of letter from to the SSPC, dated 17/5/77*— 

NOT FOR PUBLICATION . 

S.S.P.C. 

Dear Comrades, 

It seems to me that the May issue of the SOCIALIST STANDARD blurrs 
the traditional SPGB distinction between reformism (the policy of accepting 
capitalism and trying to improve it by reforms) and reforms (legislative 
measures adopted and implemented by the State,) The basic SPGB position 

has always been that we do not advocate reforms * and that we are opposed 
to reformism rather than to ref ormsH7n""fact we have even committed 
ourselves to voting for certain reform measures under certain circumstances , 
unlikely though those circumstances might be to occur in practice* a 
minority of socialist MPs in Parliament faced with a measure judged by the 
Party to be in the interest of the working class and the socialist 
movement) e 

On page 94 Horatio writes*- "A revolutionary Party is committed 
exclusively to Revolution utahd cannot support reforms - - which ar'e _anti-- 
revoluti onary ” - (emphasis added). Now if reforms are anti-revolutionary, 
then the SPGB, as a revolutionary Party, would have to be committed to 
opposing them. But in fact we are not opposed to all reforms in principle 
and have always recognised that some may temporarily benefit sections of 
the working class and as such cannot be opposed by us, even if this does 
not mean that we should advocate such reforms What we are opposed to on 
principle - ani what can legitimately be described as’anti revolutionary* — 
is reformism, i.e,, the policy of accepting capitalism and seeking to 
improve it by reforms. 

Then, in writing ”Rdformism ,, is reactionary. It belongs to a past 
era. It is a transitional stage of political development and is now a 
hundred years out of date,” (page 92), JD suggests that up until a hundred 
£rears ago reformism was a correct policy, ie, that the working class at 
that time were right to accept capitalism and seek only to improve it. 

But this can't be right. I suspect that what JD meant to say was that up 
until a hundred years ago it. was cprSect for workers and Socialists like 
Marx to have advocated and' campaigned for certain reforms (eg, universal 
suffrage arxl elementary factory legislation, in order to be in a stronger 
position to work for socialism. But this was not necessarily reformism 
since it need not have been linked with acceptance of Capitalism (as it 
was'nt in the case of Mars.) Advocating reforms and reformism are not 
necessarily the same (even if the one is likely to lead to the other in 
the long run) - otherwise Marx would have to be regarded as a reformist! 

The SPGB case is not that reformism was right until a hundred years ago, 
but that up until that time Socialists were justified in advocating certain 
reforms, a justification which diseppeared once political democracay had 
become established and once capitalism had developed, in a world economy 
capable of providing plenty for all, .the material basis for socialism, 

Ypurs fraternally, 







To SouAh Vest London Branoh. 


Dear Comrade s, 

I wish to move that the following item be placed on the Conference 

Agenda 

\ w That this Conference finds that in its reply to Edinburgh 

j Branch, dated Xf/iV/77 $ the T^h^Executiv^Comraittee put 

\ forward false evidence thatm^m^^^^had taken a 

\ reformist position.” 

i 

I would ask the Branch to accept that that this is an important 
matter. I work a good deal with Comrade Buick and I feel that it is 
entirely l^rong that this matter should be left outstanding. 

lou will see from the accompanying notes, that the EC took a personal 
lett er from to the SSPC, and used it as so called evidence 

that^^^B wai^^reformi^, or took a reformist position. 

The so called evidence was false. The EC completely ignored BrArtfa^fl 
statement on the Party position on reforms. It selected a sentence from 
the letter which made an academic point in a purely historical dontext, 
which had nothing to do with the Party position on reforms. The point 
wa^about the position of Marx and not the position of the SPGB, which 
H k a d dealt with in the first part of the letter. 

By ignoring its general contents, by selecting one sentence, and by 
these means man^u^t^^th^text, the EC used the letter with the effect 
of discrediting as a #&&&&&$# s ocialiit. 

I bring this matter forward for two strong reasons which I hope the 
Branch will support *- 

1, Thisi discrediting action was taken by the EC in the name 
of the Party, and therefore stands in our records as un 
official Party action. This position should not be allowed 
to stand. It should now be corrected by the Party so as 

to restore integrity to the record of Party administration. 

This is vitally important for the Party. 

2. It is entirely wrong that any member such as Comrade Buick, 
should be involved in the work for socialism, under this 
continuing Party slur which is outstanding against him 

in the name of all members* 

I trust that the Branc i^v^^^support me in trying to remove this 
official Party slur agains t I suggest that khis arises from 
the ordinary obligations of comradeship, .and also from the need for 
socialist pride in the record of our administration. In my view this 
can be achieved by the simple and straightforward resolution which I 
have proposed, on the basis of the evidence I have put . forward. 


Yours fraternally, 





Dear Comrades, 

Numerous accusations of reformism and anti -©socialism have 
been made publicly and privately against- several of the members 
signing this statement. Despite this the 5 -Executive Committee 
have; declined to circulate the statement which attempts ' very 
briefly to reaffirm our adherence to socialist principles, 
whilst outlining some of the differences in approach which we 
have with some other members. We are -therefore, distributing it 
ourselves in the .hope that it will reassure comrades who might 
otherwise doubt exactly what our views are:- 

• - WHERE V/F STAND. • ' \\ ' . 

I. For a worldwide society based on the common ownership and 
— democr.a tic., .control of the., me a ns of production, and., the. conse- 
quent abolition of the whole market economy , the wages system, 
money and the -political state, with free access to goods, and 
services according to individual wants. . ' • 

.2*0nly within this framework can people live in harmony with 
each other -and the world about them, and have 'the opportunity 
to' fulfil, their human potential, as individuals and as a 
community. 

3* Socialism involves major changes in everyday life in 
education, work, the family - as well as % in the ownership and 
control of the means of production; the new, free, non-author - 
itarian. social relationships being-.- formed in the course of 

the struggle for socialism. Vi .. 

.. ‘ ♦ 

4*Sociulism can only be established by the revolutionary 
■transformation of society through the conscious action-of the 
working class, democratically organised -in all areas of polit- 
ical , economic and social activity. - • • 

f 

5*The-working class are all those who have no ownership and no 
control of the means of production and who rely for • their 
livelihood , either directly or indirectly-, on a wage or salary, 
and so includes off ice, shop and farm workers as well -as 
industrial workersyand - their dependents. -V 

6«The working class gains the knowledge, confidence , and democr- 
atic organisation necessary to carry -out -the socialist revo- 
lution in the course. of their struggle to assert their needs, 
in every sphere of social, activity , against the profit-seeking 
needs of capital and ; its functionaries /the ruling class. 

7* The task of socialists is. to encourage , both by revolutionary 
propaganda and, where appropriate , active participation, working 
class struggle , with a view-to the. emergence of socialist con- 
sciousness , the democratic "self-organisation of the working 
class and the militant defence of working class* living 
standards. • 

8. An organisation of revolutionary socialists must always main- 

tain its independent identity and must- not itself put forward 
any programme of reforms to be implemented by the capitalist 
state. '• - 

9. Anti -racism and anti -sexism must form an important part of 
socialist propaganda and other activity. A revolutionary 
socialist alternative must be built to counter the divisive 
separatist ideologies of black nationalism and radical 
feminism. 

0. Socialists must oppose all governments as representing 
capitalist and ruling class interests , including those of 
state capitalist Russia, China, Yugoslavia , Cuba and other such 


I 

tt Socialists must oppose reformist movements which seek govern- 

1 * rr p n t cower to modify capitalism, or which rely on the capital- 
ist state to deal with working class problems, 

Tp Socialists must oppose the. ideology of state capitalism . 

12 propounded by Bolsheviks (Leninist , Stalinist, Trotskyist , Maoist) 
and Social -Democrats. • ■ - 

I 7 Socialists must oppose all imperialism, and also so-called 
"natoinal liberation'Wements as reactionary movements 
sppkinp to establish new ruling classes in power^and to re- 
divide the world into different, but equally irrelevan . • 

frontiers. - 

14 'Socialists must oppose all - wars as conflicts; between rival 
*ruling classes over capitalist interests not worth the. -- 
sacrifice of a single working class life. 

tc An organisation of revolutionary socialists must be a fully 1 
5 democratic and free association of people, and must always 
be on guard against' the emergence of. forms of organisation 
and relationships that help perpetuate capitalism,. 


SIGNED BY; 



october/novembeh 19 73 * 









Reply to Edinburgh Dr Rosofrutlon or 14/7/77 (ooo mine of'7Hh E^, 35th 
r!!Jn r Item 6,1). adopted by tha.24t h_EO«LiJS^^ 


Dear Comrades, 


land Raformiat statements 


In reply to your eesolution on the above matter we enclose the 
information as requested* 

1 The statement "Where We Stand" signed by|^^l|whioh was 
considered by the EC at its meeting of 3rd Dec 1974 to be damaging 

the i ^ te [ { ®^° o °^® t I, ®^; ibutlona to the reformist ^anarchist 
journal of which he was co-founder, latterly knownasLibertarian 
Communism". Misrepresentation of the class gaggle in an article 
"TU Consciousness" in no 4 issue. Attribution . „ 

objective of non-socialist groups, "Revolutionary Communism no 1, 
t n -\Q r Jx. ’’Solidar ity * the Marks t and Marx." 

3* ^Letter to the S 6 FC 17/5/77 he made the statement advocating 
reforms and reformism are not necessarily the same (even if the one 
is likely to lead to the other in the long run) - otherwise harx 

would have to be regarded as a reformist* " ... 

k April SS 1969 . "The Socialist Party supports the efforts of 

workers to improve their housing oondltions under oapitaXiem - ®ven 
by squatting." This is a reformist argument which would commit the 
Party to supporting housing reforms. It did not refer to individuals 
but workers as a whole and was stated against the background of 
reformist squatter movemonts* 

5 Hey 1971 SS article! Another Anti-strike Bill. "The Government ' ' 
Social Seourity Bill is a violous anti-working class measure which is intended 
to hurt the wives Rnd ohildren of workers in order to discourage strikes and ’ 
force strikers back to work. Like the Industrial Halations Bill it will 
strengthen the overall position of the employing olass In its struggle with 
the working class over wages and conditions. For this reason the bAoiallst 

Party of Great Britain is Opposed to this bill." ' „ . . 4 . : 

6 Sept SS 1972 article t Five Jailed Dockers* It refers to strikes 
aimed at getting the dockers released. "This was a successful defensive 
action by the working oIrbs and one whioh the Socialist Party of Great Britain 
vftfcoomes just as we would have supported the One Day TUG General Strike. 

7 83 Editorial article 1968 * Politics of Chechoslovakia. The ooolaliet 

party of Great Britain wishes workers there every success in establishing the 
framework in which a genuine socialist movement oan grow, namely political 
democracy.” ■ r- \ 1 1 ; ’ . 

The Executive Committee. 


? 


? 1 ■ 




. . * t . . * 4 ■ * 

. ' . 1 1 

4 . t.*. ' inrp« T A Vo a tand" may have been ambiguous in parts but 

„r which rely on tbs fcapitalist state to deal vith working class 
problem!* (Clause it'); •r' xlk 

?.. "Kon-socialist contribution.- to the reformist ".narcbist jour.mfc 

of which bo was co-founder, latterly known ns Liber taiian 
Co-tmminin* " . A typical ox.arffernt.ion in which the repea or \. 
n^ive words i/de*igned to cover up the fact that in ^ne of the 
article X contributed to wlmt was during the period X was invoivea 
with it an unofficial internal Party discussion journal rLd I 
prlvf’cntn r.f orn>. .* .«n»« f " r r.fori.l.l “ ” r 

S&ktas s J s::r^.«sr*^: , r«ss.:. 

S^sPStt: 

over feudalism • X stand by every word in the letter, the 
wli.loh is annexed « 

s^s’ssrsr^isj^.-K , - r 

„r Improve their honoin* conditions. Buct. an error of 

editorial M7rrc r i/t1,rti«rreM"nrso7whon it^rprovod 

ho fore £ubiio*tion the final reply that appeared in tho October 1 9 >9 
s 0 0 J A L I S T C J 'At -hAPh • 




State, sent is (),,1 to In accord with the 19*9 Sf » . yffl & 

Miio stanen »•• i . . . r o ,. M ,, ol>c0n "that with regard to 

rof^^iropocatsdhy other parties 

carltaUem plvcn rise to the ovllo tho^r^^ ^ U!lfnvo<im „ls . . . « Since 

tho Party has alimya hold that' tho strike is an indispensable weapon 
for vnainor the defensive •‘^^C^eSoTioi.^oil to render 

S^SSi W^irahlo-. from a working class point 

of view and had to say so* 

S5s=iis?i=^ 

SSSi^Ss^S?iSSsSZ - 

Conference poporfc) the r, I, l ikes ° [J, . Th p p remains my opinion and,I 

basically industrial and not reformist. This remains y 


hmcUy 3-s'--;, v| 

meetings 

‘ “ *■/-?' , * , 

F °R TV 

video and prfqc 

,o 1 4 ttcsr^: 

«d»PUb"* , Vub t |f c 0od or »>*d 

I vvHAT ! Sa-^^ 7B ^: fREEp osr 

npBsmssi 

tk?rWM‘%r&%r 
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LECTURES & 
MEETINGS 


BILL OF RIGHTS? , ; 

Tue^rSN ,a ^pH\ m k"Vl r fcr, 

SOCIETY FOR INDIVIDUAL 
i FREEDOM 

will debate whether to Incor- 
porate European Convex ntlon on 
Human Rights ? 

Principal Speakers: Paul- . 

■ Sleehart* Richard Holme, Prof, , 

. JoVn Of) I nth HnclProf. David 
* Yfirdicy 

• APNV ^I^NFREE , ~ 
ILvi rlu StCURI a peaceful world 

OtaiGSKajsJS&tBSsijHS'- 

Sb3S® : 


^EgtCRES & 
JEETINGS 


ilfPlSSSI 

SwSfes 




FrfendS House. Huston Rciad. 

1 - 


'*OClir ooof “ — ”” '-••J-x-or 

^SBfSSHS ' 




rp.m, Ino^ 

"tHE SOCIALIST ALTERNATIVE TO 

wsfs* 


Ov^AUS'i ^ vJl’AVv Oik<?r 




)NAL 
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LECTURES & 
MEETINGS 


YVIIAT IS INSKillT? - 

And why do people say II 
changes Uielr lues for the 

bPlter? 

Come along and find nut ! 

• Iniroduclion io Insight • 

7 30 pm on Monday March 
24 af The Columbia ilolel. 

•. .95-99 Laurasler • Gale. 
London W2 

ADMISSION I REE ‘ *. ’ 

Insighi Seminars, 01-232 0130 


“IS BRITAIN A FREE 
COUNTRY?” 

Public' debate on Capita- 
lism. Sorlajlsm, and Tree-, 
dom, between Philip Ven- 
der Elst, editor of The Free . 
Nation (newspaper of the 
Freedom Association! and 
Ron Cook of the Socialist • 
Party. 8 pm. Tliurs., Star, ; 
27. at The Duke of York 
(First Floor). York Way. 
Kings Cross, London Nl. 


THE MARXIST ANALYSIS 
OF CAPITALISM 

Public Meeting. Thursday, 
March 27. al 8 pm. March- 
mont Street Community 
Centre. Marrhmont Street. 
W C.1 ,5 mins. Russell Sq. 
Tube Stn>. Adm. free. All 
welcome. The Soriallst 
Parly of Great Britain. - 


DOES YOUH CAREER NEED A 
SPRING CLEAN? Come and 
sort out your career Ideas In 
■SAMURAI, the career course 
: for creative people. Free In- 
troductory sessions: tel The 
Actors . Institute. 01-251 
8178. 137. Goswell Road, 

London ECI. 
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LECTURES & 
MEETINGS 


THERAPISTS’ . 
WORKSHOP 

with 

Dr Hugh Gunnison, 
.USA 

Client centred and Milton 
Erickson, June 20-22, 
Berkshire. 

. Anorexia and Buiimia, 
Norwich, • 

June 27-29. 

Tel 0603 810988 


D.W.W1NNICOTT 
THE SQUIGGLE 
FOUNDATION 

STUDY DAY ON 

Infant & Mother Observed 

Sat. April 12. Six annual 
public lectures. Annual journal 
WINNICOTT STUDIES, regular 
seminars, courses, etc. For 
further details please send 
s.a.e. to: The Secrete 


Marxian theory aims not to 
resolve “economic problems" of 
capitalism but to show them to he 
Insoluble. . Public Debate 
“SOCIALIST REVOLUTION OR 
LIBERAL REFORM?" with 


Liberal Party. Orpington Village 
II. Orpington High Street, Fri- 
March 7. 8 pm. For free 


Ha 

day 


gli Street 

uay, maim i. n pm. For 
Socialist Standard and World 
Socialist write: Soriallst Parly 
FREEPOST London SW4 7BR. 
MAITREYA THE CHRIST IS IN 
" LONDON and awaits recognition. 
Lei turn by Beniamin Creme. 
Friends House. Elision Road. 
London NWI . Thursday. March 6. 
^..nb^nqujrles: 0A-485 1739 or 

WHAT ARE YOUR PLANSFOR ‘86? 
Come and sort out your career 
Ideas In Samurai, thecareercourse 
for creative people. Ring The 
Artors Institute, 01-251 8178. 
13? Goswell Rd. London ECI. 

IBSSE 

House, Euston Road. Thursday, 6 

b C y h - 7 A'II n We A ,c S o^l a,,nW ''^- 
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Bolton Branch circular in support of item for discussion 2® 


The democratic structure of the Socialist Party has not significantly 
altered since the time of the Party’s formation. At that time, the 
democracy reflected the geography and membership which actually existed® 

In reality, it was at first the Socialist Party of London® The SC, as 
a democratic body, was constituted in response to that situation: a place 
on the SC for each (London) branch® In practical terms, this meant that 
most Party members could attend EC meetings, and nearly all branches 
had one of their members on the SC® There was, then, a clear link 
between the make-up of the Party and its democracy, a link which is 
not demonstrable today® 

During the last twenty years there lias been an increase in the proportion 
of membership based outside London. This has also meant an increase in 
the number of branches outside London, while there has been a corresponding 
decrease in the number of London branches. Meanwhile, the structure of 
our democracy is still firmly rooted in London, reflecting a situation 
that no longer holds® The EC, Party Officers and most of the sub-committees 
still essentially operate from London, partly because this is the way it 
always has been operated® 

It is surely dangerous for any socialist organisation that such a position 

* 

should exist or continue, given the type of democracy that we put forward 
for the Party and for Socialism® Our claims to be completely democratic 
do not appear convincing alongside the reality that most Party members 
play little or no part in that democracy® As an example, less than a 
third of Party members even vote in the elections of our EC. And yet 
it is clearly of great importance that members should have a sound 
understanding - preferably experience - of how our democracy functions, 
and as far as possible take a full, active part v its running. A socialist 
democracy should he dynamic, responsive and participative, within the 
Party now, acting as reference point for the development of democracy 
within a socialist society. 

We need to examine, formulate and bring about a method- of internal 
organisation and democracy that will more accurately reflect the composition 

L. 

of membership, one that will successfully satisfy the criteria of 
socialist democracy. This needs to be done no w, before any increase of 
numbers outside London causes the situation to be even more imbalanced® 


The need, then, is for members to administrate democracy themselves, in 
as direct a manner as is practicable. For the purpose of clarifying debate, 
we would put two main suggestions forward for discussion and consideration. 

The first would be for there to be tv^o further delegate meetings in addition 
to the existing Conference and Delegate meetings. This would give a more 
widely representative and democratic meeting point for all the membership 
every quarter. Their function would-be to oversee and monitor the work 
of committees and to initiate schemes of activity for these committees* 

These quarterly meetings could be at variable locations, as agreed at 
I984 Annual Conference, 

The second suggestion involves raising the question of whether our democracy 
would require an Executive Committee in the circumstances of extra delegate 
meetings and other organisational changes. An SC does not necessarily 
represent the most efficient and relevant available form of administering 
our democracy. Our suggestion would be that a different type of committee, 
operating in a different way be formed - a Co-ordinating or Standing Orders 
Committee, This would include Party Officers (General Secretary; Assistant 
Secretary; Treasurer; Central Organiser) and representatives from the 
various committees (Propaganda; Publicity; Madia and Tapes, NPC, SSPC), 

The aim would be for this Co-ordinating/Standing Orders Committee to be 
a functional body, providing a practical meeting and liasing point for these 
officers and committees which are the organs of our democracy. Such a 
committee would meet monthly at Head Office betv/een the quarterly delegate 
meetings (ie 8 meetings a year). The various committees could be organised 
in such a way to include members from wider geographical areas, a good 
example of this being the NPC, 

This document is put forward to stimulate constructive discussion which 
will lead to the development and improvement of socialist democracy within 
the Socialist Party, V/e hope that members will approach this issue in a 
positive manner. 






REPORT . OH • . . 

Party 1 3 ..mm 

l) 1, 976 Conference Resolu tion < •. . 

A floor resolution was carried ( 18-12) as loilowss- 

"That the L5.C* be requested ‘ to prepare, in the light of 
present conditions, a more detailed statement of the Pan-/ 
attitude to violence subsequent to the establishment 0 . 
Socialism for submission to the 1977 Annual Conference . 

At its meeting on 20th April, 1976 the E.C. carried a‘ resolution: 

"That the ii.C, draw up a statement along the lines of the 
Conference recommendation, " 

Hote on Floor Re solution 

This floor resolution was on the Agenda as an addendum to » 
Glasgow resolution* (See Para, 2 below >) Because an amendment 
to Glasgow’s resolution was carried, this addendum (ipoved by 
Camden) was not voted on as an addendum, but was then moved as 

floor resolution, 

' ’ '*• 

( 2 ) Other Relevant Resolutions j 

The final Agenda contained a. resolution moved by Glasgow, and an 
amendment moved by Lewisham* The amendment was carried 


Glasgow Branch Resoluti on?- 

"That this Conference re-af firms the statement on violence 
approved by the 1965 Annual Conference, vizi- 

’This Conference re-af firms the Party’s attitude to violence 
vizi- ’ . . That only a democratically elected Socialist •, 
majority can introduce Socialism after the capture if the » 
machinery of government? violence will only be used in the 
event of a recalcitrant minority attempting to f orci . y 
overthrow Socialism’* 

Ai'cmtaoiU, Lewisham Branch 

"Delete all after the word ’Conference* on lino one and 
replace with the words 1 »« affirms that only a democratically 
elected Socialist majority can introduce Socialism after the 
capture of the machinery of government* Should an anti- 
Socialist, undemocratic minority attempt to sabotage or dis- 
rupt social organisation and administration, a Socialist 
Society would necessarily take such action as was requisite 
to ensure social harmony," 

(Carried 27-17) 


( 3 ) Introduction 

The possible use of violence by a minority in the post- 
revolutionary period is quite distinct from the issue of the 
• overthrow of Socialist society and restoration of 0 > p.Ua.li am. 

The first of these two hypotheses can be accepted, but the 
second does not follow as a matter of course* nets of violence 
sabotage ©r any other form' of anti-social activity will not oe 
tolerated at any stage. Assuming that we are mainly dealing 
with acts of violence during the immediate post-revolution 
: period, cbvicusly force would bo used if argument and reason 
failed* 


(4) 


The second hypothesis io untenable and utopian. Tho barriers 
the establishment of 3ocinlinm exist m tho minds of the working 
class, and capitalist control of the machinery of government is 
n consequence. i/hen the working; class hove emancipated them 
selves from the ideology of a society based on Prieto property, 
their conquest of political powers and the subsequent dispos- 
session of the capitalist class would follow. 

To reverse the process the vast mass would have to be re- 
converted to capitalism by means af propaganda. The capitalist 
class would already have lost the battle of propm 8°^“ t x 

would no longer control the organs of propaganda. Their social 
influence will have gone, together with their property. 

To suggest that at some point individuals will be able to appro- 
priate socially rwned property and force members. of the commu- 
nity to work for wages is a complete abandonment of logical rea- 
soning, and to argue that the same result could be obtained by 
violent minority action is playing with words, The fact that a 
recalcitrant violent minority could act in unawareness of the 
utter futility ef their action does not justify describing 
an attempt' to destroy Socialism and restore capitalism. 

Socialism could not be forcibly overthrown, neither could it be 
'attempted', any more than we would describe the action of the 
lunatic who jumped from the topofSt. Paul's Cathedral as an 
’attempt* to fly to the churchyard below, although we had his 

word for it. 

Conditions for the Establishment o f Socialism 

The Party's principle governing the establishment of Socialism 
has always been, in the terms of Clause 6 of the Declaration of 
Principles, that the working class must organise conscious y 
and politically f.r the conquest of the powers of government, 
national and local, in order that the machinery ef government, 
including the armed forces, may be converted f ™™ an inst rumen t 
of oppression inte the agent if emancipation. Implicit in this 
conception has always been recognition thnt,_in the period of 
changeover, control of the armed forces would be continued for 
as long as necessary in the light of conditions then existing. 

It has never been the Party's case that simultaneously with 
gaining control the armed forces would at onoe be wholly dis- 

mantled. 

(In Bngel’s words:- "The State is not abolished . ILiisa 
out.) (Socialism^ Utop ian _and Sci entific. Page 77 in ^he 
Allen and Unwin editionj 

This has not meant that the armed forces would have t® be 
used. As was p.inted out in the Statement drawn up by the b.C. 
and published in the 3.3. in April, 1955 - The control of the 
armed forces during this period will be an effective d ®berent .. 
without these farces having necessarily to be used. ^nis 
Statement is reproduced in full as an Appendix .. ) 

The main determining conditions that will have been met by the 
time of the establishment af Socialism are predictable. That 
is to say the long, arduous process of making the socialist 
case known, of meeting and defeating the capitalist case, and 
of winning ever the mass of the workers, will have been comple- 
ted and the democratic conquest of the pewera of government 
will have taken place. 1 

In' the words of the 1955 E.C. 3tateme.it "The overwhelming mass 
of the people will participate, or fall in line with, ths Pro- 
cess of^ reorganisation (in other words that while the workers 
will participate in the movement and probably individual capi- 



talists, the capitalists as a whole will realise that the game 
is UP, as they have lest the power of effective resistance) . 

It is against this background that the hypothesis f Fusible 
violent obstruction by an undemocratic minority a 
sidered. 


( 5 ) The Uuoation of He-establlsiung uapitanam 


After the process ©f establishing Socialism has been completed 
the idea that capitalism might be re-established is remote 
frrni reality, nevertheless, opponents of- the Party ask us to 
consider how Socialist society would deal with an attempt to 
achieve this by roroe. 

Tula has to be considered against the predictable conditions 
• existing at that time as already described. 

The state machinery, including the armed forces, will have pas- 
sed out of the control of the capitalists and come under aocia 
control; Socialists will constitute the majority in all eccupa 
tions in which the working class predominate - in Faction, 
transport, communications, police and armed forces. The supper 
ters of capitalism will have been reduced to a minority and the 
maos ef society will be made up »x people who either want or 
accept the new system. 

A minority who may wish to return to capitalism will he free to 
propagate their views and to organise democratically to win *v 
the majority, but they will operate against the * r ®“®" d °" 8 , d , 

advantage that they will already have lost Ihe ^tie of idea . 
Those who take the line of propagating capitalism s return will 
present no problem to Socialist society. They will be a mino- 
rity even of the minority wh< would have preferred capitali. m, 
because the bulk of the capitalists will already have been oon- 
vinced that such a movement has n^ future and it is inconcei - >. 

able that any number of workers will support such a movement . 

The worker’s economic problems will have been solved y 
Socialism - a return to capitalism could have nothing to offer 
him. And net all of the hypothetical minority working to 
restore capitalism would be prepared to take violent action fo 
that purpose. 

( 6 ) The Question of Sabotage. and ^ i a£U£tigu 

There remains the hyp© thesis of a small minority who roight 
attempt U sabotage or disrupt social organisation and admini- 
stration* • 

It is necessary U set this in proper perspective for what it 
would be, net a threat to the existence ef Socialist society 
though a threat to the well-being of other people. To the 
extent that this violent minority had as their purpose te force 
a return ts capitalism* it would be necessary to convince them 
that they could not succeed because of their total isolation 
from society (including isolation, from those Opponents of 
Socialism who limited their action to democratic propaganda and 
organisation). 

If the hypothesis includes a residue of people ’At war with 
society ’wh© make mindless attacks endangering the well-being 
and lives ef other people then the means to deal with them 
would exist and would be used as necessary. 

Such situations already exist under capitalism, but with this 
difference, that while capitalism has no solution because capi- 
talist conditions create the problem, for socialist society the 
problem - a hangover from capitalism - would be a passing phase 
of short duration. 
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Appendix 

After the Conquest of Power 
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We have been asked to g ive an interpretation of Clause 6 of our 
Declaration of Principles on the, ground that a part ef it has been 
taken te imply an authoritarian suppression of all opposition, actual 
or potential, including freedom of expression, by armed force ~ after 
the fashion @f the Bolshevikes and Fascists. 

This clause lias already been gene into at length in our Pamphlet The 
Socialist Party: Its Principals and Policy**. However, we will give a 
brief interpretation of it in relation to the point raised. 

The State is the governmental power that makes and enforces the laws 
and regulations of society* «ince it developed it has always rapre- 
sented the social class that is dominating. The armed forces of this 
State were organised for the purpose of defending the interests and 
the social arrangements that suited the dominating social class. 

ft very rising social class has had to struggle for control of, or inf- 
luence in, this State power in order to abolish or modify the exist- 
ing political arrangements that hindered the further development of 
the rising class. 

In present society this holds true of the working class movement 
which 3 oek 3 to overthrow the domination of the Capitalist- class} a 
domination that keeps the working class in a subject position. The 
fact that most of the workers do not yet recognise the source of 
their subjection, or only vaguely do so, does not effect the ques- 
tion. Thus, before the workers can throw off this domination they 
must obtain control of the State power in order to take out of the 
hands of the dominating class' the power that defends this domination. 

Parliament is the centre of state power in modern ’democracies* and 
the workers, who comprise the great majority of each nation, vote the 
representatives to these parliaments. Therefore, when the workers 
understand the source of thoir subject position and the action they 
must take to abolish it, they can do so by sending representatives to 
Parliament to take control of the State power for this purpose. By 
doing so they will take out of the hands of the Capitalist class the 
control of the powers ®f government, including the armed forces. 

Once the workers have obtained control of the governmental power what 
then? They will proceed te reorganise society on a Socialist basis. 
iJow we come into the region of conjecture. Wnile we hold the view 
that the overwhelming mans of the people will participate, or fall in 
line with, the process of ro-organisation (in other words that, while 
the workers will participate in the movement and pribably individual 
Capitalists, the Capitalists as a whole will realize that the game is 
up, as they have lost the power of effective resistance) we make 
allowance for a theoretically possible attempt in some form of 
violent sabotage during the revolutionary reorganisation. The cont- 
rol of the armed forces during this period will be an effective deter- 
rent to any such violent attempt without these forces having neces- 
sarily to be used. Should a violent minority attempt to destroy 
Socialism they would have to be forcibly dealt with. Jhile at full 
liberty to advocate a return to Capitalism, no violent minor! cy could 
be allowed to obstruct the will of the majority. Hence the phrase in 
the 6th Clause "in order that this machinery including these forces, 
may he converted from an instrument of oppression into the agent of 
emancipation.". T :ere will be no suppression of speech, opinion, or 
peaceful organisa ti on . 

• EXECUTIVE C0il)41TTJjjJ 
(Soci alist Standard , April, 1955) 


